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ABSTRACT - 

During the 1982-83 school year, the California 
Achievement Test (CAT) was administered to s.tudents attending 
Montgomery County (Maryland) l?ublic Schools (MCPS) in grades 3,5,8 
^nd' 11." This report describes and displays 'the county-wide and school 
test results which 'lire further broken down by racial/ethnic group<and 
sex. An analysis of ;^the data £ound tl\at MCPS student performance had 
improved slightly (1 percent), frdta the previous year. Of the students 
tested, 78 percent tested at or above the national norm average. 
Similarly, the average scores for each racial/ethnic group in HCPS 
were at or above the national norm average except for Black students 
in grade ^1. Per^rmance Of ffhite students in MCPS was higlier than 
that of MCPS Hispanic or Black .students. Asian students scored 
slightly higher than White st-udents^ia all grades. However^ when 
compared to their counterparts nationally, M^PS Hispanic and Black 
students performed better than White students. A breakdown by sex 
found that females scored slightly higher than males 6n the total* 
test in all grades tested. (EGSl * ' 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 



He Annual Test Report 1982-§3 describes tha resales from administering the 
Calftornla Achievement Tests' (CAT) in the Montgomery >County^ Public Schools. 
The CAT is give^i- In the fall in Grades 3, 5, and 8 under a. state requirement, 
and in Grade 11 in December under a local requirement. Some of the featurtf'S^ 
of the seport Include: . . 

o Breakdowns of county te6t results by racial/ethnic groups, Incliniing 
a cfomparlson of performance by MCPS black and Hispanic students with- 
that of their counterparts In , the na'tional norm sainplq-- 

o Elementary school results broken down for students tested in a 
school in both Grades 3 and 5 and for students tested, in ,those 
schqols in only Grade 3 or Grade 5 . . ^ ^ 

o Graphic presentations of both county and school data 



^ Countyvide Results 

Performance by MCPS students on tlie CAT Aiproved sllghtl^ from an already high 
level. This was shovn* by the fact that 78 percent of the MCPS students tested 
scared at or abpve the national norm average. This was a 1 percent increase 
from the previous year. Additionally, the MCPS average on the total test 
ranged ^ro© the 81st percentile ^ Grades 3 and 5 to 76th percentile in 
Grade 11. These average scores were increasers also. These scores are well 
abqve the national average. This is shown in the figure below that compares 
the MCPS score distribution to the national distribution. 'MCPS h^s many more 
scores a^ the uppqr end. o . ^ 

• CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMKNT TEST^ 

DISTRIBUTION OF STANINE SCORFS ON 
THE TOIAt BA TFERY K)R ALL GRAOFS TESTED • Lj ^ 

FALL Vm ^ * ' ^ 
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tJhlle the county averages were high, t*hey. probably would ha 
higher, at ledst In Grade 3, If ther^ were' not a strong ceiling 
sone CAT subtests.- This effect produced artificially low sc 
subtests because the test norms do not penait hi*gh achieving stud6 
as !W.gh as they should. . * 
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Performance by Racial/Ethnic Groups 



The average scores for* each^ majox racial/ethnic groups In/lCPS were at or 
above the national norm group average except for black student^/ in Grade ' 11. 
E»en In that case, tl^^'dlf ference was not s\ibstai*tlal. Scopes in 1982 were 
generally at 'their highest for blade and Vhite students sttice we started 
administering the CAT in 1980. The three year .trends for Asiaiv students were 
mixed across the grades ^Ue scores fsfP^lspanlc students Heclined in all 
four grades. However, the declines for the last two groups /are the result of 
new students entering MCPS. The Aslaii and Hispanic stiidents jbho stay in MCPS 
from Grade 3 to Grade 5 progress as well as or better than d<^ white' students. 

The performance of white students in MC^S was substantially higher l^han that 
of MCPS Hispanic and black students. However, MCPS Hispanic V and black 
students scored substantially higher thaii, their ; counterparts nationally. 
Adiltionally, when compared to tHeir counterparts nationally, MCPS Hispanic 
and black students ■ did better than MCPS white students. Th^ comparison of 
results for^ MCPS "and national . racial/ethnic^ groups is shown in the table 

below. ^ .-i * , 

{ Alll()HNI4 nil VI Ml NT II SIS 
COMPARISON OF ni!ACK HISPANK . 

ANii OTHt K STUIM-NTS- ^VlT»^ ^ - . . 

, NATIONAL NORM {',Rf)t)l' 
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Bfiicfc KisfHifitc Other 



Asian students Irt Mela's scored slightly higher .ylfhan white students In -all 
grades, the largest difference appearing in Grade 3, 

. ■ • ") 

Score Differences by Sex 



Fema;ies scored slightly higher than males on /the total t^st in all grades 
tested. The largest differences were . 1ft l-anguage skills. In" math the two 
groups scored almost the same. 
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INTRODUCTION . ' ' • 

The Annual Test Report, 1982-83 describes the results from administering the 
California AchleveiMnt Tests (CAT) In the Montgomery County Public Schools 
(MCPS). The report 'contains ^veral j39«ly^lB$ of the results from the CAT 
administration In Grades 3, .8, and 11, Overall countyvl^ results are^ 

presented and ^ they are also byoken down by raaial/ethni>! and sex 
clas^if Ications* School results are presented in four forms: 

K Average subtest scores 

2. Total* Battery lnt;terquartlle ranges 

3. Longitudinal trends (average score change for students tested In the 
same elementary school twice) 

4. Nonlon^tudinal trends (difference between average scores * for 
students transferring Intb and out of eajch_ school) ' 

-A. 

There are two appendices. The first 'gne contains tables with detailed summary 
deta^ The second one is a glossary of tecfinlcal testing terms which ' provides'' 
the ^efinition» U8e(s)/ and some interpretive precautions to be observed for 
• each t^irm. • " * 
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DESCRIPTION OF CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS t 

4 ' 

California Achieveoent Tests (CAT) arc standardized ^^^jUfAilevement tests 
required by the Maryland State Department of Education to be admluj^stered to 
all students In Grades 3, 5, and 8 In the fall* Students in Grade 11 are 
given the CAT In December under a local requirement. The only students 
exeifepted from this testing are those with limited English proficl-ency and 
those special \education students who are unable to function on the. tes^*^ The 
1982-83 school year was the third year this new edition (1977 cop3rrl| 
thfe CAT was administered in MCPS. This test replaced the Iowa Tests 
Skills (ITBS) and Tests of Acad^lc Progress (T^ , which ha^ been giv€ 
the previous several years. * f 

The CAT, like the ITBS and TAP, Is a «roup-adminlstered, norm-referenced test 
(NRT) . Norm-referenced means that a student's scored are given Interpretable 
meaning by being compared with the scores ofy a group of students. In the case 
of the CAT, this! group is the nationwide sample on whom the test was normed in 
the 1976-7^ school year. This compayidon is most easily seen when results are 
reported as percentile ranks (PR) . These scores are pres^ented in the 
tables in this chapter because of thefr ease of Interpretation. Also reported 
are Normal Curvfe Equivalent (NCE) scores, ^'^ese are used to make comparisons 
across subtests and groups of students. A third type of score,' reported In 
some tables, is the Scale Score (SS). This is included to provide data 
consistent with that / to be reported by the Maryland State Department of 
Education. / 

The CAT measures five major content areas. Some of th^se contain more than 
one subtest. The con^nt areas and brief descriptions of their subtests 
follow: . • ^ , 

Reading ^ 

Phonic Analysis (Grade 3 only) measures how well*^ a student can 
relate spoken language with written language. 



Structural Analysis (Grade 3 only ) measures how well asstudent can 
use structural clues Xparts of words) to pronounce and understand 
unfamiliar words. 



1. Percentile rank^ indicate the percentage of students in the national 
norm group who scored lower than a given score* In the case of this report, 
the given score is the mean (average) of the county, of a group within the 
county (e.g., race, sex) , or of a school. A more detailed discussion of 
statistical terms can be found in Appendix B. 

2. Normal Curve Equivalent scores are used for these comparisonsv because 
they are on an ^gual Interval scale. This means that a change of X points is 
the same» no matter what the scores are. ' This is not true for other 
standatdlzed scores such as percentile ranks. ;For example, on the percentlj^e 
rank scale » the difference betwisen 85 and 95 is much larger than the 
difference between 45 and 55. On the NCE scale,, both of these differem:e8 
represeikt the same amount of performance, l^ncrease. See Appenciix B fSr a 
detailed discussion. * - **' ^ • 

.i 3 
' . 12 



' Rc ajjlng Vocabulary siBasures h<nr. well a atudent cfan uae ttie eontasct 
of ^a pbra8«< to Identify the aeanlng of unfamiliar words. / . 

Rcadijig Ckwprehensloo TCasures how veil 4 student can reifall facts* 
^uide;r8taii4 irtiat Is implied, and evaluate ,and sake judgtesnts from' 
passages he/she reads* 

Spelling 'measures how weil^ a student ^ can recognize incorrectly spelled 
words. ^ . 



;e 




Lan^aage Mechanics measures how well a student /can recognize 
capitalization and punctuation mistakes. 

\ . ^, ^ 

Laiiguage Expression, measureli how well a student .understands' sentence 
structure » irord usage and paragraph cArganization* 



Mathematites ' * . \ • . ' 

Mathematics CiHftputation laeasures how yell a student 'can ^dd, 
subtract, multiply 9 and divide. 

4 ■ . ' • 
kath>^tlcs Concepts^nd Applications measures how' well a student 
ipply what he/she has leartied in -math to the solution of^ 



Reference Skills (Grades 5, ^, and 11 only) measures, how wall a student 
4!an find information by using ten different sources: titlie pages«* 
c;opyrightfj pages, tables of contents and indexes, dictionaries, lAaps, 
tables ».^41agrams , library -catalog ^ards, reader *6 guides, and forms. 




ANALYTIC CONSIDERATIONS 
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A tendency in analyzing teat data is comiiare results across * grades and 

across years, Wien performing this kind of analysis it is necessary to 
consider ]K>tent|[al interpretation prbhleu» that can prevent the use of the 
results for making JudgeMnts about program quality. These problems are 
created by: < 



Differences in the ability of the norm groups for the tests used 
across grade levels ^ 



. 2. Differences in the ability of the students tested in each grade each 
% ' year / . . . 

3. Dif'^'&^^enjjft.al decree . of match between local curriculum and the 
^ content of the test at various grade levels 

Differences in pqrm group ability . Since each test in each grade is normd on 
a different group of students, tne ability of the various norm groups can play 
a ,role in interpreting standardized test remits. The differences .in the 
abilities of these norm groups mean that students taking the tests at 
different times and grade levels are being compared to dif ferenl^^standards. 
For example » if test A was developed on a* smarter group of students than vas 
test B, a student needs to knw more to get a high, standardized score on test 
A than on test B. Thus* higher scores on test B could be a result of a 
student's being compared with a group that is not as smart; it would not 
necessarily be an indication of higher achievement. 

Differences in ability of groups tested . Differences in the ability of the 
groups being tested each, year can account for score increases and decli^nes 
across years. Such score changes should be viewed as indication^ . o£ changes 
in . achievemient level that .are related to group or .individual characteristics, 
not to program quality. 

Test content /curriculum match. The match bet^^en standardized test content 
and any local curriculum is neVer complete. Differences in" the degree of 
match for different tests or test levels i^an that scores on the tests or 
levels may vary simply because students at one grade level are taught more of 
the skills measured by the test. Lover scores on one level of the test may 
not Indicate a decline tn achievement or quality of instruction but 'simply may 
reflect this difference In match, 

• • ' ■ v ■ . 
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Overall Coutfty Data 

The malpr findings from analyses of ^jountyvlde results from the administration 
of the H^alifomla A^hieiF^^nt^ Tests In the fall of 1982 are as follows: 

o Seventy-eight percent of the MCPS students tested scored at* or above 
, the national norm average on the Total Batter^. This was an Increase 
of I percent f rma the" previous year for the second year la a row* 

o County average (mean) scores once again showed a slight Increase 
from the previous year on the Total Battery and in all major * subject 
areas. . ^ ^ 

o County averages on severs^ subtests were artificially depressed 
because of the celling effect on those subtests. 

MCPS performance compared to national performance . The only niftlonal data 
that ^s" available to ccmpare wlth^ MOPS results is from the national norm 
group. In that group 50 percent of the students scored at or above the 
average t i.e., 50th percentile. The percentjsge^ of students scoring at or 
above this point on the To.tal Battery in MCPS averaged 78 across all graudes 
tested and ranged from 80 in Grade 5 to 75 in Gra4e 11. This high level of 
performance is shown in Figure 1.1 where the percentage of students scoring at 
each stanlne is ^ shown for the national group and for the four MCPS grades 
cmablned. The national stanlne distribution is syn^etrlcal with equal 
percentages falling above and below the average of five. The distribution for 
MCPS is very different^ with the percentage scoring in the high- stariines 
(i.e., 7, 8» and 9) much higher than the national distribution. For example » 
19 percent of the MCPS students scored at the ninth stanlne compared to four 
percent nationally. The pattern is reversed for the low stanlnes, with only 
one percent of the MCPS students scoring in the bottom two stanines. 



3. A celling effect is present when It Is not possible for a student to 
score at the maxlmim (99th) percentile even if he/she anavers all questions 
cot^rectly. Thls^ effect also exists if only one or two careless errors can 
reduce a stddent's standardised score substaiftially, e.g., from stanlne 9 to 6 
or 7. This is caused by a test being top easy. On such a .test, many people 
achieve a per&ect or near pei^fect score » making a ran^ of ^rcentlle ranks 
possible. }Aken this happens, the conventional normlng procedure Is to assign 
the middle pei^centlle rank to the perfects score. For example, on the 
California Achievement Tests, Level 13 Phonic Analysis subtest, about eight 
percent of the norm f^pttlation got a perfect score^ According to statistical 
theory, these students could be anyi^ere from the 92nd to 99th percenNJe. The 
middle percentile rank, 96, was thiis assigned to tbe perfect scores ^^s. 

4. It should be noted* that the norm group is not necessarily represenOi^ 
tlve of overall national perfor^nce. Test publishers generally have to use 
whatever dlstribtl will agree to participate In nprmlng samples. There is no 
guarantee that t|iey have been able to include the proper proportidir of highj^ 
middle, and low scoring students. That is one of *the r^BOns for Potential 
Problem Number 1 discussed in the^^Analytic Considerations* seetloil above. 
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FIGURE 1.1 
' CAUFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS 
diSTRIBUTION'OT STANINE STCORES ON 
THE TOTAL BATTERY POR ALL GRADES TESTED 

FALL 1982 
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STANINES 



The pattern of results does not change very vmch across the major subjects, 
with 79 percent being at or above the national average In lan^age and math 
and 77 percentage meeting ^at criterion In reading. Table Al In the Appehdlx 
shows the number and percentage of students scoring at or 'above the national 
average by major subject area in each grade. 

Historical trends wlthlft MCPS , l^ie 'students tested in the fall of 1982 
Improved slightly f rjEW the already high level of performance demonstrated by 
students tested In th^ previous' two years.. In all four {;^ades tested, the 
average Total Batt^rry score inct^ased from 1980. The three year trends are 
shown in Figure 1.2^^ * » * 

/' - , • ■ 

Of thte 33 subtests administered across four grades | there ^smS an increase ijt 
the county average from 1980 to 1982 in 28. The average for the other flyk 
subtests remained the same. The « average improved in all four^ grades in 
^Spelling, Language Rechanlcs, Hath -Comt)ulation, and^NMath Concepts and 
Appiication* The detailed datA showing historical trends are /fpund in TabW 
^2 In Appendix A# ' " * 

When reviewing these historical trends the potential analytic problems 
discussed above should be kept in mind. The encouraging trends may be the 
result of excellent teadhing. Hcwever, tfiey also may be because different 
students are tested each year And the new group of students is slightly 
smarter* ^ ^ 

Influence of ceiling effect. The ceiling effect was strongest In Grade 3 on 
the reading and language sttbtests (see Figure 1,3). Scores of from 27 to 57 
percent of the students tested were possibly Influenced by the celling effect 
on these subtests. Reference Skills scoV^s in grades 5, 8, and 11 were 
similarly affected with . from 31 to 49 percent of the scores influenced. See 
Table A3 in Appendix A for detailed data. ^ 

Data by Racial /Ethnic Group 

HCFS Jiegan reporting test data by racial/ethnic gi)oups in 1978 as' part of the 
system-wide .effort to ^nltor edncational equity. The change in 'tests three 
years ago has not led to any significant change In the reifplts from those 
reported In earlier years. The results for the fall of 19^2 administration^ 
are highlighted by the following: 

o Average scores for all racial/ethnic groups, except for black 
students in Grade 11, were at or above the overall national norm 
* average on the Total Battery. ^ The Grade 11 black students were only 
slightly below the national norm average. 

* o Compared to 1980^ average scores oft the Total Battery Increased - 
slightly in ^11 four grades for black and white students. 

o White students scored subst^tially^ higher than black and 
Hispanic students on the Total Battery in all grades tested. Aslaff 
^ students scored slightly higher than lAite students in all grades on 

the Total Battery. 



A 



5. Substantial Is defined here as at least 8 NCE points. This is nK>re 

than one-third of a standard deviation, a criterion often used to indicate 
ffieanlngful differences. , 
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FIGURE 1.2 • 
HISTORICAL TRENDS POR THE 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS 
TOTAL BATTERY , 1980-1982 p ALL STUDENTS 
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HGURE 1.3 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS 
PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS INFLUENCED^BY 
.rCEIUNG EFraCT BY SUBTEST 
FALL 1982 
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SUBTESTS 



o The score difference be tweea**. black . and white and Asian and white 
students tended to decrease slightly from 1980. The acore di^erence 
between Hispanic and white students tended to increase slightly. 

o Average scores for; black, white and Hispanic students in MCPS ar.e 
well above the national norm ' averages for menders of thosa 
racial/ethnic grou^^. There are no national norms for Asian 
students. ' • • 

Q MCPS blaok bnd Blspanlc students performed better, compared to their 
racla|yethnlc counterparts in the national norm group, thatj did MCPS 
vhite students. " ^ - 

Performance of MCPS racial/ethnic ttroups compared to overall national norm 
group performance. . The "ayerigal Total Battery scores . for the major 
racial/ethnic groups %n IfCPS were at or above the average of* the national norm- 
group.* The one, exception "to this was the black students in Grade 11 whose 
average of A7 NCE points is ^lightly below the national average. This score 
pattern was the same for the major subject areas; Tables A4 to A7 in Appendix 
A have the detailed results by subtest for eflch race. 

. . • ...^ ^.'..1.,:/. » 

Score trends for MCPS racial/ethnic ^groups . TOe overall fcounty tre^d of *a 
slight increase from 1980 to 1982 on the Tot*. Battery was generally reflected 
in- the results for black and white students^. ' Black students had a 2- , to 
3-NCE~ppint increase in each grade. ,Wiite students had a 1- to 2-NCE.~polnt 
increase in. each grade. Asian stujdents had . small score increases in two 
grades and small.' decreases in the other, two grades. Their score changes 
ranged from one to three points. . Scores for Hispanic students decreased ftbrn^ 
one to four points across all grades tested. The historical trends for each* 
group are shown* in Figures 1.4 to 1.7. , 

Another way to look at seore trends for the various racial/ethnic groups is by 
tracing the results for the same students for two different test 
administrations, i.e., longitudinal analysis. This ^overcomes the problem of 
comparing scores for students with possibly different levels of ability. 
However, score changes i^ a longitudinal analysis could be' the result of 
differences in the norms at' each grade and, thus, still make interpretation 
difficult. Some meaning-can be derived from group trends if these differences 
• can , be taken into account. One way to do this Is to estabMsh a baseline 
against ^ich to compare each group trend. The county longltjidlnal trend can 
be used as this baseline* Since vhite students raAke.up more than 80. percent 
of the students tested, their trend is t»sual,ly the same as the- county trend. 
The three minority groups generally had trendy as goott Us or better than the 
trend for frhite students on the total test. * Figure 1.8 illustrates these 
trends. li^gltudinal and honlongitudinal results for the county and by race 
an shown J.n Tables A8 and A9^ 

Majority /Minority score comparison^ within MCPS . White students averaged 
between 17 (Grade 3) and 19 j (GraHe 11) NCE points higher than black students 
on the Total' Battery, thfese differences are substantial and have remained 
fairly constant *sinc^ 1980. The. largest change has been a two point decline 
in Grade 11. This pattern was similar for each subject area. 

Miite stud«it8 averaged 12 to 14 SCE point#^ higgler than Hispanic students on 
the Total Battery. In all grades the differences were larger than in 1980. 
The largest increase was six points in Grade 5. This pattern was similar for 
each subject area. * 
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. , ilGURE.1.4 
„ ^ HISTORICAL TRENDS FOR THE 
CAUPORNIA ACHIieVEMEWT TESTIS 
. TOTAL' BATTERY, 15^1982, ASIAN STUDENTS 
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HGURE 1.5 
. WSTORIGAL TRENDS FOR THE 
GAllPORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS 
TOTAL BATTERY, 1080-1982, BLACK STUDENTS 
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HGURE f.6 
HISTORICAL' TRENDS PCJR THE 
CAUPORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS 
TOTAL BATTERY- 1980-19^2, HISPANIC STUDENTS 
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i HGURE* 1.7 

HISTORICAL TRENDS FOR THE 
r CAUFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS 
— TOJAL BATTERY, 1980-1982, WHITE SttJDENTS 
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FIGURE 1.8 * 
U)N6ITUOINAL RESULTS ON THE 
CALIFORNIA: ACHIEVEMENT TESTIS 

FOR OTUDENTS TESTED IN 
GRADE 3 (19^) AND GRADE 5 (1982) 
BY RACE 
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Asian students averaged 0x19 NCE point higher than vhite students on the Total 
Battery In Grades 5,. 8, and, 11, and four points higher In Grade 3. The major 
reason that Asian students tended to score higher on the Total Battery vas the 
fact that they scored six to elg^t points higher on the Math Total. White 
students scored higher on the Reading and language Totals in all grades except 
fdr the third grade Language «here> the two groups vere even. % 

Vhile the mean scores for the various groups Indicate substantial differences 
It should be noted that within each groups there are student^achleving at all 
levels. For example » Black students, the group with the loi^t mean , scores » 
had five percent scoring at stanlne 9. The national noni group had only four 
at this stcor/e. Table AlO shows the distribution of stanlne scores by race. 
The results by /race for each subtest can be found In Tables A4 to A7 In 
Appendix A. 

Majority /Minority score differences In MCPS compared to those In the national 
norm group ^ The score differences between \Hilte and minority groups h^ve been 
noted each x^ar since 1}78« Rovevert because of lack of data before 1980, It 
was not possible to compare these differences with ones reported elsewhere. 
This situation has now changed because McGraw-Hill, the publisher of the CAT, 

Tias — f^ptitx^d data — stt . th^ p^rfdmAti^e af — "black,*' ^'Hispanic,*' atir^'^isttiiesr**^ 
students In the national, norm sampla. The third group, "other r** combines 
white, Asian, and American Indian « students. These data provide a way to 
ccmpare performance of various racial/ethnic groups In MCPS with that of 
students of the same racll^ethnlc background In a national group. 
Additionally, these data provide a benchmark against which to compare the 
score differences found In MCPS. 

The Vesults discussed In this section may be slightly different from other 
sections because of the "other"^ group discussed iabpve gnd because the 
McGraw-Hill reaults are reported In raw score terms, not NCEs. 

While MCPS black and Hispanic students score substantially below MCPS whltfe 
students, th^jy score welf above their counterparts In the national norm 
group. In Grades 3, 5, and 8 on the Total Battery, the MCPS minority group 
students averaged, from 16 to 22 NCE points above the ambers of their racial 
groups In the national norm sample • The difference for white students cannot 
be determined exactly, but a very good estimate can be made from looking at 
the results of the /'other'^ group since the white students made up o^r 90. 
percent of that group. The Total Battery differences for "other" students 
were 16 to 18 NCE points. The results are similar for each m^jor subject 
area. Summary results are presented In Table All In the Appendix. » 



6. To obtain MCPS data that could be compared to the McGraw-Hill raw 
scores. It was necessary to recompute KK^FS means using raw scores. However, 
the. raw scori^s could not be directly compat*ed because they were from testrlng 
at different, times of the year. The McGraw-Hill scores were gathered In the 
spring and, therefore, would be expected to be higher than they would have 
been In the *fall, the time when the MCPS results wet*e gathered. ThuS, thib 
mean raw scores had to ba converted to NCEs so theiy could be c^ompared^ 
Converting mean scores computed |n another metric, raw scores in this case, to 
NCEs Is a questionable procedure. To take advantage of the equal Interval 
property of ICEs, they should be .used for computing the mean. In this 
analysis the conversion was neceissary and, motit likely, caused very little 
distortion to tihe results. 

' ' • .<■' IS 28 ' , 



The £act that the l&IPS/nationaljllf ferences yere larger "for black and Hlapanlc 
atttdenta than for "other** afiuienta oeana that, when ccnqsared to their 
raicial /ethnic counterparts In the. national norm group, MCPS minority students 
perfora slightly better than MCPS white students. Another .way to look at 
these results Is that the score Mifferences between black and white and 
Hispanic and irttite atudents are smaller in MCPS than they are nationally. The 
MCPS/national differences on the Total Battery are shown in Figure 1.9. 

Cautions to be observed when reviewing results for Asian and Hispanic stu- 
dents . The results for Agian and Hispanic stvdents are not as representative 
of the skills of these groups as are the results for white and black students 
since Ban;|r Asian and Hispanic students are exempted from tes|;ing because they 
cannot read English well enough to obtain . valid results on the test. 
Additionally, some members of these groups iHio are able to take the test 
probably do not know English well enough to perform up to their full 
capabilities. The extent of the exemptions can be seen in Table A12 which 
. shows the percentage of students In each racial/ethnic group who were testf^d . 
in the fall of 1980, 1981, and 1982. In 1982 about 80 percent of the enrolled 
Hispanic, students and 85 percent of the enrolled Asian students were tested. 
These figures compare to ^ for white students and 93 for black stwlents. 

Data for Males and Females 

Another part of the effort to monitor educational equity in MCPS has been to 
analyze test results -for males and females. The results from this analysis 
are highlighted by the- following: 

o Females and males had slight score Increases from 1980 to 1982. 

o Females scored slightly higher than males on the Total Battery in 
all grades tested. 

o Famales scored liigher in all grades in language and reading skills. 

The scores on the Total Battery have Increased from 1980 to 1982 for both 
males and females in all grades tested. The one exception is in Grade .11, 
where the average scores for a»les have remained the saro for all thrc^e 
years. All these scores have rffioalned slightly higher for females across the 
years. Figure 1.10 Illustrates this trend. 

■4 

The 1982 score differences on %tal Battery between males and females ranged 
from two- (Grades 3 and 5) to four NCE iK»lnt8 (Grade 11). 

The largest and most conaistent diffex^ces between the sexes were fouhi in 
tjie language skills where females averaged four to seven points higher. The 
two groups scored virtually the same in math across the grades. This 
male/female comparison is illustrated in Figure 1.11. ' Detailed results by sex 
era presented in Tables A13 and A14 in the Appendix. 
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FIOllRF 1.9 
C ALIRmNl A ACHIF.VFMF-NT JhSTS 
COMPARISON OF BLACK, HISPANIC , 
AND OTHER STUDENTS" WI T H ^ 
NATIONAL NOHM GROUP 
FALL 1^)82 
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FIGURE I.IO 
TRENDS FOR THE 
CAUFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS 
TOTAL BATTERYp 1980- 1982, MALES AND FEMALES 
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FIGURE 1.11 * . 

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS, NCE SCORE DIFFERENCES 
FOR MCPS MALES AND FEMALES, FALL 19821 
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SCHOOL RESULTS 



Avetage Subtitest and Total Scores 

» 

One vay to get a brief suwaary of the overall level of test |ierfot»ance 'in a 
I school Is to look at the average scores for that school* This will not tell 
you how all the students In the school performed but will provide an 
indication as to the general level (l.e.» hlgh,| average* lov) of performance. 
Additional Information abput the distribution of scores Is presented In the 
next section. 

The results reported here are for all subtests* subject area totals, and the 
Total* Battery. Three scores are reported, the Normal Curve Equivalent (NCE) 
mean* the Scale Score (SS) mean and the Percentile Rank (PJt) of the Scale 
Score mean. The schools are listed in alphabetical order by grAde. Die first 
* page for each grade follcws: i 

i 

Grade 3 — Page 24 
-Crada — 5 P a ga 3 0 ^ 



Grade 8 — Page 36 
Grade 11 — Page 38 
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490 


71 


65 


SIB 


76 


5% 


SOJ 


512 


11 


74 


^510 


89 


fid 


539 


81 


71 


539 


85 




520 



«»cR 



SPELLING 
Nt£ SS PER 
NEAM NEi^ RANK 



"T LA(^UA3E 
MECHANICS 
NCE SS PER 
MEA^ MbAN KA.NtK 



o 



ERIC 



ASH8URTJAI 
8AN»iOCKttURN ^ 
BARMSLEy 
otALL ) 
fiCitt^lLi. 

htt PRE 
dblHcSOA 1 ^ 
bf:VERLY FAMS 
dK^PLEV HKLS ^ 
BKUAii ACHES 
UKuUKHAVEN 
BiiMN SIAfluM 
HURNING fK££ 

LAfiOLEWOUO ' 

CArmUN HJ^O 

uAKOkROCt; SF. 

CASHEU 

CtaAH GRui^E 

uHEVY CHASE 

CLAKKSBUiiG 

LLilVERlY 

CULO SP><ING 

CutltGlr i^AKUEN 

COfiNtCTlCUT PIC. 

ukESIHAVEN 

UAMA:iCU:» ES 

UaRMESTOmN 

til AMiiNO 

UUFIEI- 

fAIRtAMU 

t-AtLSHEAD 

^ARItLANU 

hlUivER VALI^EY 
l^uKESI iCML4i.LS 
f^b/( CHAPEi 
GAlTHERStfURG ES 
uAtWAY 

&ARRI;Tr PARK 
UEiilGETuHN HltL 
GEORGIAN flMEST 
GERMAr^TOMN 
GLtN HAVEN 
GLENALLAN 
GREENUOOO 



82 
60 
74 
81 
78 



84 



30 



77 
77 



77 



a5 



78 



86 



52 

64 

65 

51 

b8 

69 

63 

58 

64 

62 

55 

59 

58 

78 

67 

61 

72 

61 

63 

63 

62 

50 

63 

66 

61 

58 

66 

59 

59 

58 

65 

56 

67 

72 

59 

60 

56 

65 

58 

60 

62 

68 

58 

60 

55 

66 

69 



510 
552 
554 
505 
567 
571 
546 
529 
548 
544 
517 

h; 

602 
562 
542 
5P1 
541 
547 
549 
544 
499 
548 
559 
539 
529 
.560 
534 
534 
529 
556 
523 
560 
581 
533 
537 
529 
553 
929 
536 
544 
564 
930 
535 
519 
558 
567 



56 

76 

77 

53 

82 

83 

73 

65 

74 

73 

59 

68 

65 

92 

80 

72 

86 

71 

74 

75 

73 

50 

74 

79 

70 

65 

79 

68 

68 

65 

78 

62 

79 

86 

67 

69 

65 

76 

65 

69 

73 

61 

66 

63 

60 

78 

82 



5T 
66 
74 
61 
74 
69 
74 
69 
65 
74 
56 
74 
65 
77 
78 
68 
79 
76 
71 
61 
70 
61 
71 
70 
71 

61 i 

64 

69 

68 

63 

73 

62 

84 

«2 

63 

71 

63 

69 

59 

69 

69 

72 

64 

62 

56 

77 

77 



I 



525 

553 

577 

533 

579 

561 

577 

560 

550 

577 

523 

576 

548 

586 

589 

559 

590 

580 

567 

538 

565 

539 

566 

563 

569 

539 

546 

561 

558 

542 

574 

543 

606 

598 

545 

565 

543 

561 

533 

561 

559 

569 

545 

541 

523 

5ii4 



63 
78 
88 
71 
89 
82 
48 
82 
77 
88 
61 
88 
76 
91 
91 
81 
92 
89 
85 - 
71 
84 
71 
84 
83 
85 
71 
75 
82 
81 
73 
8? 
72 
95 
91 
74 
84 
73 
82 
68 
82 
31 
95 
74 
72 
6» 
90 



TASLt 2 (contii»ttd> 

* CALIFORNIA ACHI=VEI«/«T TE&FS RESULTS 8Y SCrlJSL 

FALL* 1982 FIFTH GRADE RESULTS 

> • 





LAN3UAbE 


TUTAL 






HATH 






HATH. 






T3rAL 




r£Ferem:e 




EXPRESS] 


[IjH 


LANGUAGE 


wUM>UTAT] 


QN 


Cm 


)tfC & APP 




NATH 






SKILLS 




»^*£ 




PEK 


MLE 




PER 


NCt 


SS 


PER 


NCE 


SS 


PER 


MCE 


SS 


>Eil 


NCE 


SS 


PER 


SCHUdL 


.^EAM 




RAN< 


MEAN' 


NEAM 


RANK 


MEAN 


IE AN 


RANK 


HEAN 


NcAN 


RAN< 


tEAM 


lEAN 


<ANK 


NbAN MEAN 




ASHBOKTu.^ 




b2Z 


6^ 


^ 


517 


66 


61 


464 


70 . 


65 


491 


77 


64 


477 


75 


o3 


518 


73 




1^ 


563 


87 


fZ 


555 


86 


67 


477 


78 


72 


509 


37 


71 


492 


84 


ff 3 




86 




71 


t>i7 


85 


7* 


567 


90 


70 


488 


84 


72 


511 


88 


73 


499 


US 


«7 t 
f 1 




85' 


At ALL 


bi 




76 


63 


530 


74 


60 


460 


68 


62 


484 


72 


62 


472 


71 




^1 7 

7* ff 


73 


QtLLS HLLL* 






82 


73 


5o2 


88 


65 


473 


- f** 


61 


481 


70 


63 


475 


73 " 


oo 




79. 


BttHOHl 


r3 




88 


7i 


563 


89 


63 


467 


11 


72 


507 


86 


68 


485 


80 


7<k 

f ^■ 




88 


dLL PRE 


7J 


55*> 


85 


75 


565 


89 


70 


488 


84 


72 


507 


86 


72 


4?d 


87 


9 4^ 




86 




611 


5W 


83 


71 


552 


85 


61 


463 


70 


68 


498 


81 


66 


480 


77 






79 


tit^eHLy f AKHb 




372 


89 


73 


557 


87 


57 


453 


63 


68 


496 


80 


63 


473 


72 


f %0 




83 


dMAOLEY HiLLS 


o9 


551 


83 


73 


560 


88 


66 


478 


79 


73 


510 


87 


71 


494 


85 


f i# 


7~ i. 


84 


dKUAU ALHES 


!>i 


50> 


57 


55 


505 


59 


60 


462 


69 ^ 


54 


465 


58 


57 


,462 


o4 




497 

ff 


61 


tSHoUICHAVdi^ 


67 


5%*» 


81 


72 


557 


87 


67 


477 


78 


69 


500 


82 


ft9 


488 


82 


O 7 




82 


tfkUM :^TAriuN 


6o 


544 


. BO 


67 . 


r »42 


80 


64 


472 


75 


63 


486 


.74 


67 


479 


76 






76 






594 






5'*4 


95 


81 


518 


95 


d2 


536 


96 


34 


528 


97 


ff 1 


Ki^ t 
70 t 


W 




70 


55 b 


85 




5?3 


91 


69- 


485 


83 


72 


508 


86 


72 


49a 


86 ' 


OiP 


^9 ff 


82 


LA<^UL£WOJJ 


6> 


542 


BO 


*»€ 


546 


82 




471 


75 


65 


490 


76 


66 


483 


77 




7£0 


77 


LAi4i*UN RUAU 


77 


5ao 


91 


HI 


590 


95 


77 


509 


92 


73 


514 


89 


77 


513 


94 


7 7 
ff c. 


->^ff 


8« 


CAHOEHUCi^ SP. 


7o 


573 


9a 


79 


S76 


92 


6J 


469 


74 


78 


518 


91 


72 


494 


85 


7fl 


i 


84 


CASHELL 


7U 


5i6 


85 


7i 


560 


88 


70 


485 


83 


68 


499 


82 


7j 


492 


84 


O TP 


<6%7 

73 f 


82 


LtJAii UKuVE 




547 


82 


66 


537 


78 


V 59 


460 


68 


67 


495 


80 


64 


479 


76 


r U 




84 


CK£VY 'LHASt 
CLAHRSdUKG 


6d 


5s>a 


83 


72 


557 


87 


. 72 


491 


86 


69. 


' 502 


83 


72 


496 


86 




7^7 


77 






o9 


61 


523 


70 


5> 


448 


59 


57 


472 


64 


57 


46U 


62 




7 A7- 


72 


tUVEHLV 


67 


546 


82 


71 


5*4 


86 


62 


467 


72 


66 


49ft 


80 


6} 


481 


77 


70 


7^w 


83 




74 


Sotf 


88 


75 


564 


89 


74 


495 


88 


75 


516 


90 


76 


505 


91 


7n 

ff M 




83 


CULiEUE aAROtiN 


70 


555 


85 


73 


561 


88 


68 


480 


80 


74 


512 


88 


72 


494 


85 


70 




83 


CuMnECTICUI Pk« 


t*9 


521 


6^ 


. 61 


523 


TO 


67 


*79 


80 


64 


468 


75 


67 


433 


79 


o ^ 


7c. & 


75 


CKESTHAVEN 


72 


5t>2 


87 


7a 


550 


• 84 


65 


474 


77 


o2 


484 


72 


65 


' 479 


76 






77 


JAI4ASCUS 


bu 


!>4^ 


bU 


70 


54 7 


8> 


64 


470 


74 


63 


497 


81 


67 


462 


78 




77M 


79 


DAkifESTuHN 


71 


557 


85 


71 


553 


86 


69 


484 


82 


72 


506 


86 


72 


494 


85 




77w 


82 


DIAMUND 


63 


335 


76 


65 


sir 


76 


68 


4dl 


81 


66 


498 


81 


69 


489 


82 


* • 


94i 


84 


UUf 2EF 


7J 


%57 


85 


73 


|66 




71 


495 


88 


71 


508 


86 


73 


503 


40 






82 


rA|iU.ANti 


t>7 


547 


82 


66 




78 


59 


459 


67 


61 


480 


70 


61 


470 


70 


WW 


%79 


79 


I^AtLSNEAj 


76 


573 


9U 




593 


95 


66 


476 


78 


73 


511 


88 


71 


494 


85 


68 


534 


81 


f AKIfl.Ai4U 


74^ 


567 


8b 


■^81^* 


^84 


94 


77 


505 


91 


dO 


527 


93 


81 


5l6 


94 


7$ 






flEtaS KUA& 


63 


532 


75 


64 


533 


76 


67 


479 


80 


63 


487 


75 


66 


482 


78 


63 


518 


73 


fLilWER VALiLY 


7d 


564 


87 


74 


963 


89 


66 


477 


78 


66 


494 


79 


63 


485 


80 


68 


535 


8t 


ftJKEST Kf^ULLS 


59 


522 


69 


62 


529 


71 


60 


461 


68 


62 


484 


72 


62 


472 


71 


62 


516 


72 


f-UX CHAPbt 


65 


54U 


7^ 


64 


547 


83 


'6 7 


479 


60 


63 


487 


75 


46 


482 


78 


66 


529 


79 


<i»AlTHEKSdUM<f E^ 




529 


73 


61 


iZA 


70 


55 


449 


60 


60 


4?? 


87 . 


58 


464 


65 


62 


516' 


72 


4fAL4tfAy 




:i43 


80 


69 


546 


82 


79 


498 


89 


71 


504 


85 


79 


5U0 


38 


68 


534 


8t 


UARRETI PAKK 


7i 


55tf 


85 


72 


.55u 


86 


6o 


475 


77 


69 


501 


83 


69 


488 


82 


63 


519 


74 


ULORatTiil^N HILL 


77 


577 


91 


77 


5Ti 


91 


72 


492 


86 


79 


528 


94 


77. 


510 


93 


76 


559 


89 




64 


93a 


7b 


65 


5J7 


78 


69 


485 


83 


64 


490 


76 


6tf' 


4 66 


81 


66 


529 


79 


A^ERIIANfUWM 


61 


52tt 


73 


62 


527 


73 


6t 


463 


70 


60 


479 


69 


61 


470 


70 


65 


527 


78 


biEM HAVEN 


b9 


5^1 


69 


5S 


514 


65 


51 


440 


53 


55 


467 


60 


53 


453 


57 


59 


508 


fttf 


fiLEIMLlAN 


6& 


541 


79 


73 


560 


88 


69 


486 


83 


69 


501 


83 


70 


491 


84 


t>7 


533 


80 


C^cEt^iiOUtl 


6«> 


585 


92 


82 


588 


94 


6i 


469 


74 


72 


50 ^ 


86 


63 


487 


81 
• 


73 


548 


8» 



TABLE 2 (ccMitlm^) 

CALIFmNIA ACHUve^NT TESTS RESULTS BIT SCH33L 
FALLf 19B2 FIFTH GRAO£ RESULTS 



SCHUUL 



* aATILiiY 



TCiTAL 
BATTEHY 
MCE SS PER 
nLAH NLAN HANK 



REAOINQ 
VOCAaULARY 
MCE SS PER 
MEAN ^EAN RAMK 



REAOING 
CuNPREHENSIUM 
NCE SS PER 
MEAN XEAN R^^NC 



TOTAL 
READING 
Hlz SS »ER 
HE\H ^EAN lAM. 



SPELLING 
NCE SS PER 
MEAN HE AN RANK 



LAN&UAGE 
NEC mn ICS 
NCE SS PER 
NEAM MEAN MW. 



hakmuny hills 

HlKiHiAHiJ 
HioHLANO VIEW 
JACiCSUV KOAO 
Kti^ MILL 
KI^.>ISINGrTUN PKwU. 
lAKE NQRNANOY 

.LAVfUNSVILLE 
LUXNANUil 
HAHYVALt 
(itAUOM HALL 
MILL CREEK TuirfWL 
HiiA^ACY 

iiAKLANU ILKRALt 

ULNEY 

♦»Ai,fc 

PI.4EY »KAr^H 
t'uJLESVlLLE ES 
(>4^ruMAC 
<^ ITCH IE PARK 
fiUuK CREtK FOR* 
kUCK CREEk VAL» 
HULKING HUHSE au 
KuCK VI L>^ 
HilLLINi; TEKHAuh 
liu SENARY HILLS 
RU^ENUNT 
StrVEN LUCKS 
:kHERWtU^u ES 
SiJiiERSET 
SuJTH LAKE 
Sr^DiiiCK 
SIUN^GAIE 
lyfHArHHuRE 
iuMMIT HALL 
TnAVILAH 
f»»lNBROOK 
VIERS ^ILl 
<»mSHI NGTUN GROVE 
i^AIKir^ HILL 
nAYSlDE 
h^LLLER HQ AO 
lyn STBRUUK 
nL STOVER 



c 




7V7 
/74 
78% 
305 
BQS 
7t*i 
^ii 

£2a 
ZiO 
212 
5b6 
652 
/o6 
769 

^>a2 

312 
7f»l 
749 
IS3 
601 
227 
77i 
BI9 
7d> 
795 
r7l» 
79% 
5^5 
6U3 
501 
%05 
56% 
56d 
16 

63 
16 
06 
772 
552 
5bL 
2i5 
777 
%08 
50% 



/ 



38 
69 
6^ 
62 
65 
49 
f»7 

73 
4b 
45 
47 

105 
32 
35 
80 
31 
53 
48 

1 32 
72 
70 
79 
35 
47 
37 
65 

5V 
Z1 
ib 
62 
41 
72 
84 
45 
30 
46 
43 
82 
47 
61 
56 
56 
69 
33 
55 



5t> 

52 
53 
68 
75 
63 
75. 
73 
71 
79. 
53 
64 
59 
55 
5 
6 

6^ 
76 

59 
63 
61 
T& 
75 
66 
75 
60 
ul 
49 
65 
64 
77 
64 
75 
64 
74 
75 
64 
65 
74 
61 
63 
59 
68 
78 
61 
76 
75 




405 
456 
4^1 
496 
514 
483 
512 
509 
5J2 
5Z5 
59 
84 
473 
464 
466 
481 

4ai 

518 

474 

483 

478 

522 

513 

4->'4 

512 

474 

476 

450 

490 

485 

517 

486 

513. 

487 

51^ 

511 

486 

488 

510 

477 

482 

474 

493 

521 

480 

511 

513 



60 
53 
57 
82 
40 
74 
89 
88 
85 
94 
55 
74 
66 
59 
61 
72 
72 
<t2 
67 
74 
70 
93 
90 
81 
89 
67 
69 
48 
76 
75 
91 
76 
90 
76 
89 
89 
76 
77 
89 
69 
73 
67 
80 
92 
72 
89 
90 



51 
52 
53 
66 
68 
61 
71 
68 
66 
76 
52 
62 
56 
55 
58 
64 
61 
69 
59 
61 
• bl 
71 
71 
63 
62 
54 
64 
39 
65 
63 
72 
64 
71 
62 
69 
74 
58 
60 
68 
57 
6a 
57 
67 
71 
57 
76 
69 



463 
465 
470 
505 
508 
489 
517 
508 
504 
531 
466 
492 
476 
474 
482 
497 



485 
491 
490 
517 
518 
497 
493 
486 
498 
431 
501 
496 
544 
497 
517 
494 
512 
525 
484 
•»d6 
511 
479 
486 
478 
S07 
518 
479 
533 
512 



53 
54 
58 
79 
81 
71 
84 
81 
79 
8'j 
55 
73 
62 
61 
66 



48^/ 71 
511 82 



68 
72 
71 
84 
85 
75 
73 
69 
76 
30 
77 
75 
85 
75 
64 
74 
82 
37 
68 
69 
82 
64 
70 
64 
80 
85 
64 
90 
82 



53 

52 

55 

67 

67 

63 

70 

68 

65 

69 

48 

58 

58 

57 

54 

58 

60 

68 

57 

59 

61 

73 

69 

66 

64* 

57 

62 

46 

64 

61 

73 

60 

70 

63 

&7 

67 

60 

60 

65 

56 

aO 

58 

63 

70 

58 

75 

67 



481 56 

478 54 

490 61 

528 81 
526 80 
512 73 
535 83 

529 81 



520 
533 



77 

83 



465 , 46 

498 66 
497' 65 
496 65 
485 • 58 

499 66 
503' 69 
530 81 
496 65 

500 67 
508 71 
547 88 
533 83 

523 78 
516 75 

494 64 
508 71 
459 43 
516 75 
508 71 
545 37 

503 69 
537 84 

513 74 
526 SO 

524 79 
505 70 
505 70 
519 77 
493 63 

504 69 
498 66 

514 74 
536 84 

495 64 
550 88 
526 83 




r 



52 
52 
54 
67 
&3 
62 
71 
69 
6$ 
72 
49 
61 
57 
.S7 
56^ 
61 
63 
63 
58 
6} 
62 
73 
71 
66 
64 
51 
63 
42 
65 
62 
74 
62 
71 
:i3 
^9 
7Q 
63 
bi 
67 
57 
61 
58 
53 
71 
57 
76 
63 



464 
46i 
474 
515 
514 
496 
523 
514 
508 
525 
457 
484 
481 
480 
477 
491 
439 
517 
485 
490 
494 
530 
522 
506 
500 
485 
497 
436 
504 
496 
532 
49J 
523 
49a 
515 
518 
489 
484 
5U8 
«8J 
490 

tei 

503 
524 
4dJ 
539 
516 



54 
53 
60 
83 
33 
74 
86 
83 
80 
87 
49 
70 
65 
64 
62 
71 
70 
84 
67 
70 
73 
88 
86 
79 
76 
67 
75 
36 
78 
74 
89 
72 
86 
75 
83 
84 
70 
7iJ 
80 
64 
70 
66 
78 
86 
64 
91 
84 



51 
51 
50 
60 
65 
57 
68 
67 
62 
71 
48 
54 
57 
50 
52 
58 
56 
70 
57 
57 
55 
68 
69 
63 
65 
52 
56 
54 
58 
57 
65 
61 
70 
59 
65 
67 
62 
58 
70 
54 
57 
59 
64 
69 
55 
66 
69 



505 53 
502 51 



500 
*337 



565 
561 
545 



566 
571 



540 
573 



562 
543 



50 
69 



55& 78 
526 64 



81 
80 
73 



577 85 

494 47 

514 58 

527 64 
500 50 
909 54 

528 65 
520 64 
574 84 
525 63 
525 63 
519 60 



81 
83 



548 74 

553 76 

508 54 

521 61 

514 58 

530 66 

524 63 

556 78 



71 

84 



532 ^7 
553 76 



80 
72 



529 65 

571 33 

515 58 

525 63 

533 67 

550 75 

568 82 
52a 61 

'558 78 

569 82 



55 
53 
51 
65 
75 
60 
72 
72 
68 
70 
57 
61 
59 
58 
58 
62 
69 
76 
59 
60 
57 
73 
76 
70 
84 
60 
61 
55 
60 
63 
67 
66 
73 
64 
74 
73 
66 
64 
80 
65 
70 
64 
70 
75 
63 
71 
73 



522 

514 

510 

548 

577 

53 7 

570 

570 

559 

564 

525 

539 

532 

530 

531 

542 

562 

582 

533 

535 

527 

573 

58'J 

564 

60S 

533 

538 

521 

536 

544 

553 

552 

572 

549 

575 

574 

552 

545 

594. 

aSJ 

564 

547 

5»> 

5 7V 

545 

56 a 



61 

56 

53 

76 

88 

70 

86 

86 

81 

83 

63 

71 

67 

66 

66 

73 

83 

90 

68 . 

69 

64 

67 

89 

83 

95 

6d 

71 

60 

69 

74 

78 

78 

66 

76' 

U7 

87 

78 / 

74 

93 

77 

83 

75 

6i 

89 

74 

84 

ti7 



50 



TABI^ 2 (comtimwdn 



CALIFOMIA aCHIsVENENT TiiSTS RESULTS BY SCHuJL 
fM.Lt 1982 FIFTH GRADE RESULTS 





LANauAuE 


TOTAL 






NATH 






MATH 






T3TAL 




REFERENCE 






. LAI«&UAuE 


CUMPUTATIUN 


CuNC & APP 




HATH 






SKILLS 


• 




NLE 


SS 


PER 


I^E 


SS 


PER 




&S 


PER 


MCE 


SS 


PER 




SS 


*% tt 


NCE 


SS 


PER 




HE AN 


hea;^ 


HAi^K 


MEA^ 


HE AN 


KAr^ 


AtAH 


HE AN 


RAiwK 


MEAN 


HEAN 


RAMI 


HEAN 


HEAN 


<ANK 


MEAN 


MEAN 


RANK 


HAKMUNY HILLS 


^7 


5l6 


65 


5r 


509 


61 


57 


453 


63 


62 


485 


73 


61 


469 


69 


62 


517 


73 


HiaHLANa 


50 




49 


5> 


494 


52 


54 


445 


57 


52 


4^8 


52 


53 


451 


55 


53 


489 


56 


HIUHLANa ^iEm 


56 


513 


63 


54 


503 


57 


SO 


438 


52 


54 


466 


59 


52 


451 


55 


55 


496 


61 


JACKSON ROAD 


66 




ao 


c»7 


541 


80 


64 


470 


74 


69 


500 


82 


&7 


484 


79 


71 


543 


'84 


KhHP MILL 


71 


5oO 


66 


75 


568 


90 


74 


494 


87 


74 


516 


90 


76 


505 


91 


67 


530 


79 




6^ 


535 


76 


^63 


; 530 


74 


6U 


461 


bS 


63 


485 


73 


62 


472 


71 


64 


524 


76 


LAK6 r^HHANOy 


75 




87 


75 , 


564 


89 


6a 


483 


02 


73 


513 


89 


72 


500 


88 


72 


54y . 


86 - 


LAK£liUUU 


7 J 




b7 


75 


i 566 


90 


bo 


475 


77 


73 


511 


88 


fl 


493 


55 


66 


529 


79 - 


LAYTilNSvltLt 


7k 


5t»l 


86 


72 


558 


87 


65 


474 


77 


72 


506 


86 


Urn 


490 


83 


71 


543 


84 




81 


591 


93 


78 




92 


75 


502 


90 


79 


526 


93 


79 


515 


94 


72 


547 


86 


HARYVALi 


52 


303 


56 


56 


506 


59 


55 


449 


60 


53 


462 


56 


57 


45cf 


59 


52 


487 


55' 


.1l:AaUK HALL 


60 


526 


72 


62 


3^ 


72 


68 


461 


81 


64 ' 


486 


74 


^7 


482 


78 : 


64 


521 


75 


HiLL ckehk tum^ 


5d 


520 


68 


60 


528 


68 


57 


453 


63 


58 


475 


06 


>8 


463 


65 


62 


519 


74^ 


HUi^ACY 


55 


311 


62 


5a 


5i2< 


63 


52 


440 


53 


53 


464 


57 


53 


452 


56 


55 


497- 


61 ' 


uAiC Vl£«i 


59 


521 


i>9 


59 


519 


68 


51 


440 


53 


58 


475 


66 


55 


458 


61 


57 


502 


64 


uAKtANQ ThftkALb 


64 


53d 


7d 


64 


535 


77 


>6 


451 


61 


62 


485 


73 


53 


468 


68 


65 


525 


77 




by . 


5:»1 




71 


555 


86 


59 


%59 


67 


58 


473 


64 


59 


465 


66 


59 


509 


69 




/4: 


5o3 


ar 


76 


573 


91 


7i 


492 


86 


75 


516 


90 


75 


504 


90 


76 


542 


84 




53 


52 4 


6"^ 


60 


520 


68 


5^ 


456 


65 


'56 


469 


61 


57 


462 


64 


64 


521 


75 


fli^cY BKANCH 


bU 


527 


72 


61 


525 


• 71 


65 


474 


77 ' 




485 


73 i 


^ 65 


4 78 


75 


61 


513 


71 


HUULLS^ILLi; ES 


63 


536 


77 


61 


523 


70 


57 


453 


63 


61 « 


i 481 


70 


59 


467 


68 


65 


525 


77 


P»ri«i4AC 


7^ 


5B4 


92 


79 


580 


93 


rs 


501 


90 


72 ' 


\ 50^7 


86 


75 


50> 


90 


75 


557 


89 


KirCHlf^ >ARK 


74 


:>hd 


as 


78 


574 


92 


67 


480 


80 


73 


510 


87 


71 


495 


86 


71 


545 


85 




72 


563 


87 


73 


560 


88 


66 


474 


77 


63 


465 


73 


65 


478 


75 


69 


536 


82 


MJLK CHkEK VAL. 


?2 


562 


87 


80 


587 


94 


75 


499 


89 


74 


514 


69 


76 


506 


91 


78 


567 


91 




tkl 


52 "rf 


73 


62 


524 


71 


57 


454 


63 


60 


477 


67 


5? 


465 


66 


60 


512 


70 




6X 


527 


72 


62 


525 


71 


57 


454 


b3 


59 


476 


67 


59 


465 


66' 


63 


519 


74 


KUtLIHG r CKRALL 


5i 


biiO 


54 


53 


501 


56 


55 


449 


60 


48 


452 


48 


52 


449 


53 


55 


497 


61 


kui£HARY MILLS 


65 


541 


79 


64 


534 


76 


60 


462 


69 


66 


494 


79 


64 


478 


7x 


66 


528 




KU^EHUNT 


6i 


534 


76 


64 


^31 


75 


69 


481 


81 


60 


476 


68 


64 


476 


74 


60 


511 


70 


Si;^Et^ LuCKS 


wr5 • 


57u 


89 


73 


55fi 


87 


75 


497 


88 


74 


513 


69 


76 


504 


90 


68 


533 


«0 


SHtKkiuUU i^S 


64 , 


536 


77 


66 


539 


79 


bO 


460 


68 


63 


486 


74 


•^62 


473 


72 


65 


526 








552 


83 


73 


558 


87 


oA 


481 


81 


76 


520 


91 


74 


500 


83 


74 


553 


86 


auJiH LAiwJb 


60 


544 


60 


67 


542 


80 


59 


, 459 


67 


63 


466 


75 


62 


473 


^72 


67 


532 


BP 


SfLUMlLK 


/A 


55a 


85 


7-^ 


565 


89 


71 


491 


86 


75 


516 




74 


504 


90 


71 


' .$44. 


65 


STu^ECMTl 


73 


5c»5 


i»8 


76 


569 


90 


74 


495 


86 


69 


' 500 


82 . 


73 


497 


o7 


68 


533 


80 


^iFHATHMUKE 


, 65 


543 


80 


68 


546 


82 


6^ 


465 


71 


56 


471 


63 


59 


468 


68 


63 


520 


74 


'^ilAiMl T MAI i 


66 


543 


80 


67 


539 


79 


63. 


469 


74 


68 


496 


80 


57 


482 


78 


70 


540 


83 


THAVILaH 


7d 


$6i 


91 


61 


S92 


9S 


63 


470 


74 


74 


515 


89 


70 


491 


64 


70 


542 


84 




56 


514 


64 


61 


524 


71 


6il 


461 


66 


62 


4B4 


72 


52 


472 


71 


64 


. 923 


76 


VltftS MILL 


6^ 


537 


77 


69 


54S 


82 


57 


455 


64 


61 


460 


70 


63 


468 


68 




^ 521 


7* 


«AiHif«i»TUfl GKiiVb 


60 


525 


71 


64 


531 


75 


52 


441 


54 


55 


466 


59 


53 


454 


58 




511 


70 


iiATKU4S i4ILL 


66 


54a 


82 


71 


551 


84 


o4 


471 


75 


64 


468 


75 


65 


478 


75 




523 


76 


«Ar$m 


73 


564 


<f>7 


17 


571 


91 


77 


503 


91 


77 


522 


92 


79 


511 


^3' 


76 


558 


89 


HCLLLK kJAu 


6^ 


533 


75 


64 


534 


76 


62 


46a 


73 


62 


484 


72 


63 


475 


73 


66 


$27 


7« 




75 


569 


89 


75 


564 


89 


65 


473 


7b 


74 


511 


88 


71 


492 


84 


71 


, 543 


84 

85 


kLSTUVEft 


ro 


556 


85 


74 


566 


90 


71 


487 


84 • 


74 


517 


90 


74 


500 


88 


72 


546 



TAKEJE i (eoatinuedl) 



SCHUUL 



#»HETSTUNt 
ACKbS 



CAtlfORNlA ACHIEV6HENT lESTS RESULTS M SCH^JL 
FAgllf 1982 FIFTH CRAOE RESULTS 



SCHOOL FOR 
4 bATTUV 



7S8 
!»5d 
417 
704 
164 
422 



66. 
76 

72 
6i 
32 
62 



TUTAL 
SATTERy 
1LE SS PER 
MEAN McAN RANK 



ra 

81 
81 

76 



*75 

528 
529 
♦ n 
517 



68 

83 
94 

95 
7^ 
91 



READING 
VUCA8ULART 
HCE SS PER 
MEAN neiOi RAHK 



54 
71 
75 
70 
62 
72 



473 60 

517 84 

528 88 

515 84 

492 73 

52,2 86 



REAOIN& 

;;3HPREHENM 0^ 
NCE SS PER 
rtfcAI^ HE AN * AN* 



57 
66 
76 
72 
63 
72 



494 64 

524 79 

555 90 

542 -86 

513 74 

544 87 



r JFAL. 
READ1S& 
Mic SS »ER 
>ik%H I4EA<\ iiANK 



56 
&3 
75 
72 
63 
73 



477 
S16 
541 
527 



62 
84 
91 

37 



499 76 
532 89 



• LLING 
SS PER 
MEAN MEAN RANK 



LANGUAGE 
MECHANICS 
NCE SS PER 
MEAN MEAi4 RANK 



60 


535 


68 


57 


528 


65 


64 


549 


75 


70 


563 


83 


69 


567 


82 


70 


562 


83 


64 


549 


75 


84 


605 


95 


57 


526 


64 


69 


561 


82 


67 


563 


80 


75 


579 


89 



\ ■ 



52 



53 



TABtE 2 (eontlmUMi) 

CALIFURNIA ACHIEVEI^NT TESTS RESULTS BY SCH^iUt ' 
FALL. ItHZ FIFTH GRADE RESULTS 



SLHvuL 


LAiMGUAbE 
tXPRESSION 
HZE S> PER 
HEAi'« ii£AN KA1«( 


TOTAL 
LANteUAOh 
MCe SS PER 
MEAhi MEAN RANK 


MATH 
COHPJTATIO^^ 
^ISI^ SS PER 
MEAN HEAN RAfitX 


HATH 
CJNC L APP 
NCE SS PER 
HEAN HEAN. RANK 


MCE 
>lc4N 


TUTW. 
HATH 

SS 
HEAN 


»ER 
XANK 


REFERENCE 
SKILLS 
NCE SS PER 
HEAN MEAN RANK 


nHlAION liUuk^ 






70 


&V 


. 513 


67 


56 


<tSl 


61 


65 


489 


76 


61 




69 


66 


529 79 


MHETbTUiME 


&7 




ol 


71 


551 




t»6 


«76 


78 


65 


492 


78 


67 


484 


79 


68 


536 82 


mGuU ACft£<» 


76 




90 


76 


567 


90 


76 


503 


91 


80 


531 


94 


80 


517 


95 


77 


562 90 


tiGJUf lELU 


Id 


sa3 


9^ 


85 


59V 




Oi 


522 


95 


76 


517 


90 


d2 


519 


95 


76 


558 89 


WUmULIN 






b3 


71 


55* 


do 


57 


45* 


63 


66 


496 


BO 


63 


475 


73 


68 


534 81 


MYi^ATE 






S3 


77 


!>7-* 


92 


66 


♦ 76 


78 


75 


521 


92 


72 


498 


87 


71 


542 84 




6'i 


5*'i 


ti2 


71 


5*9 


64 I 


7 


335 


2 


62 


483 


72 


44 


432 


39 


72 


544 85 



CALIFORNIA ACHieVEMENT TESTS RESULTS SV SCHWL 
FALL* 1982 EIGHTH irRAOE RESU.TS 



SCHOUL 



BAKER 

BANNtKEft 

BELr 

CABIN JUHN 

fMRUUHAR 
fROSi: 

toAITHERSBURb JR 

HbUVER 

KEV 

KING 

LEE 

MuNIbliNERy VILL. 

«»AKKLANt) 

PmiAESVILLE MS. 

PYLE 

kfcOLAHO 

KlOGtVlbM 

SLIUi 

jAKuitA PAAK JR 
riLOEN 
JULIUS WEST 
WE STL AND 
UH11£ OAK 



SCHOUL i ECA 
ft BATTERY 



705 

7b7 
606 

775 
507 
237 
554 
428 
311 
107 
81S 
S57 
Bl^ 
152 
hZB 
562 
105 
778 
755 
232 
21i 
412 
dll 
6Z0 



21 
255 
248 
242 
179 
343 
420 
343 
283 
>45 
-«15 
398 
245 
207 
113 
475 
290 
328 
408 
148 
449 
262 
366 
297 
421 



TOTAL 
fiflTTERlr 
SS PER 



o5 
66 
57 
73 
63 
67 
74 
59 
73 
61 
hi 
64 
70 
64 
60 
75 
68 
70 
59 
55 
73 
62 
70 
b6 
68 



592 76 

596 78 

5o7 . 63 

623 88 

585 72 

600 t9 

628 89. 

574 67 

623 88 

531 70 

5t9 69 

591 75^ 

613 84 

590 75 

577* 68 

632 90 

609 81 

612 84 

574 67 

559 59 

622 88 

583 71 

615 85 

599 79 

'606 82 



READING 
VOCABULARy 
NCE ^S PER 



MEAN MEAN RANK MEAN NEANl RANK 



62 

64 

55 

69 

6* 

65 

71 

56 

70 

59 

60 

62 

66 

62 

57 

74 

6t> 

64 

59 

52 

68 

60 

68 

63 

66 



581 
&89 
554 
608 
584 
592 
615 
559 



72 
75 
59 
83 
73 
77 
tif, 
61 



611 84 
571 67 



574 
582 
t>05 
581 
562 
626 
597 
590 
572 
546 
603 
574 



.68 
72 
82 
72 
62 
d9 
79 
76 
67 
55 
81 
68 



604 62 
587 75 
597 - ?9 



READING 
CLHPREHENSIiiN 
NCE SS PER 
MEAN MEAN RANK 



62 
65 
57 
67 
64 
64 
70 
60 
71 
61 
61 
63 
69 
61 
58 
73 
65 
66 
59 
54 
69 
62 
69 
66 
65 



r4 .»6i 

LI -79 



593 72 

604 76 
574 
61] 

601 75 

602 76 
625 84 
'585 68 
627 85 

589 » 70 

590 70 
596 73 
618 82 
5?0 70 
577 64 
634 87 
605- 77 
610 79 
583 67 
565 59 
620 92 
592 71 
620 82 
608 78 
oQ5 77 





TQTAL 










LANGUAGE 1 


iU^AOlNG 


SPELLING 


MECHANICS* 




SS 


PER 


NCE 


SS 


PER 


NCE 


SS 


PER 


HEAN 


NEAN 


RANK 


MEAN MEAfr RANK 


NEAN 


NEAfil 


RANK 


63 


588 


r 

73 






61 


64 


614 


76 


65 


597 


77 


57 


595 


63 


61 


609 


71 


5i 


564 


61 


^4 


585 


58 


60 


oOO 


70 


&» 


611 


82 


62 


616 


72 


71 


64i 


£6 


64 


594 


76 




599 


65 


64 


ol5 


76 


6$ 


598 


77 


60 


607 


' 68 


65 


6 16 


la 


72 


322 


96 


63 


622 


74 


74 


653 


88 


5B 


573 


66 


55 


588 


60 




599 


69 


71 


621 


86 . 


63 


619 


73 


74 


652 


88 


61 


581 


-70 


56 


591 


6i 


60 


998 


69 


61 


583 


71 


59 


606 


68 


64 


613 


75 




59u 


74 


59 


603 


66 


66 


621 


78 


70 


613 


83 


64 


624 


75 


70 


639 


84 


&2 


586 


72 


57 


597 


64 


62 


607 


73 


57 


56V 


64 


52 


577 


54 


DO 






75 


634 


90 


64 


627 


76 


72 


645 


86 


S7 


6J2 


79 


59 


603 


66 


67 


626 


80 


66 


602 


79 


62 


618 


73 


69 


635 


81 


bi 


578 


68 


53 


?78 


55 


58 


593 


67 


54 


557 


58 


52 


575 


53 


50 


562 


51 


73 


f»L;i 


83 


60 


610 


69 


73 


648 


87 


62 


584 


71 


53 


579 


55 


60 


601 


70 


69 


615 


84 


61 


614 


71 


69 


635 


83 


66 


59i 


78 


57 


597 


64 


63 


611 


74 


67 


602 


79 


60 


607 


66 


66 


624 


79 



56 



55 



$ 0 

TAStB 3 (continued) 

CALIfdRNlA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS RESULTS BY SCh;3UL 
fAUt 1982 E2SHTH fiRAOE RESULTS 





LA<«UAGk 




TOTAL 






MATH 






MATH 






TOTAL 




REFERENCE 




EXPRESSim 


LANGUAGE 


COMPJIATION 


CCNC £ APP 




MATH 






SKILLS 




MCE 




PER 




ss 


PER 


NCE 


SS 


PER 


NCE 


SS 


PER 




- SS 


PEK 




SS 


PER 


MCA M 


K API 


D AAl^ 


NEAAI 


6A ^ A kl 

AM 


hA^HC 


MEAN 


MEAN 


RANK 


MEAN 


MEAN 


RANK 


MEAN 


MEAN 


<ANK 


MEAN 


MEAN 


RAMC 










62 


5V5 


7Z 


65 


60a 


76 


67 


' 

599 


79 


6b 


602 


79 


61 


585 


70 




4. 1 

o3 




/ 74 


63 


600 


74 


66 


612 


76 


66 


595 


78; 


66 


601 


• 79 


. 63 


592 


74 




!>9 






57 


580 


65 


57 


579 


64 


59 


571 


66 


33 


573 


66 


58 


577 


66 


CA6Ltk JuHH 


f £. 






74 


639 


88 


72 


635 


85 


74 


624 


88 


74 


627 


68 


70 


618 


84 




oU 


70 


6i 


599 


74 


5u 


576 


o3 


62 


583 


72 


63 


576 


68 


62 


589 


72 




606 


7o 


66 


6i2 


79 


62 


597 


72 


69 


606 


82 


63 


601 


79 


65 


601 


77 


FRJST 


if 




84 


73 


639 


8d 


72 


635 


85 


73 


623 


68 


73 


628 


88 


70 


617 


84 




/ 70 


581 


66 


60 


588- 


69 


56 


574 


62 


62 


582 


72 


39 


577 


68 


60 


9S4 


70 




623 


84 


73 


637 


88 


71 


631 


64 


72 


618 


86 


73 


623 


87 


72 


624 


86 








65 


60 


587 


68 


59 


587 


68 


63 


587 


74 


62 


585 


7^ 


64 


597 


76 


KIM 




573 


62 


60 


588 


69 


56 


574 


62 


63 


587 


74 


63 


579 


6^9 


61 


585 


70 


t€E 


59 


564 


68 ' 


63 • 


598 


73 


63 


601 


74 


65 


593 


77 


6» 


595 


7& 


65 


601 


77 


67 


611 


8U 


70 


624 


44 


65 


609 


77 


69 


606 


82 


68 


607 


81 


67 


605 


79 


PARKtAi^O / 


f 61 




71 


62 


598 


73 


61 


594 


71 


67 


600 


80 


65 


596 


7o 


60 


582 


69 


Pi;#ilLi:>VILL£ HS 






PA. 


7o 


5 # 3 


oc 


62 


598 


72 


65 


592 


76 


64 


593 


75 


59 


577 


66 


PYLfc 


71 


biO 


86 


73 


640 


86 


70 


627 


83 


75 


631 


90 


73 


629 


88 


70 


618 


84 




c>5 


606 


76 


67 


615 


80 


6& 


bl^ 


78 


70 


611 


84 


68 


610 


82 


65 


601 


77 


Kf UGEVihW 


64 


601 


76 


68 


617 


8i 


67 


618 


80 


71 


618 


86 


7J 


618 


65 


66 


604 


79 


SLIGU 


58 


579 


65 


59 


584 


67 


57 


560 


64 


oO 


576 


69 


59 


576 


67 


61 


584 


70 


rAKOMA PARK JR 




564 


57 


52 


561 


5& 


57 


579 


64 


57 


565 


63 


57 


569 


64 


55 


564 


60 


tlLOtH 


66 


616 


81 


n 


632 


86 


73 


639 


86 


74 


625 


88 


74 


63U 


89 


67 


609 


61 


JULIUS NEST 


58 


581 


66 


60 


389 


69 


59 


586 


67 


63 


587 


74 


62 


585 


72 


61 


567 


71 


MESTLAi^O 


68 


621 


83 


70 


631 


86 


66 


611 


78 


70 


611 


84 


69 


610 


82 


67. 


606 


79 


MHIfE OAK 


62 


595 


73 


64 


602 


75 


63 


, 603 


74 


69 


608 


83 


67 


606 


81 


65 


599 


77 


WOUO 


65 


606 


78 


67 


615 


8U 


67 


615 


79 


69 


607 




69 


6ia 


82 


67 


607 


60 




TABLE 4 

CALlfUMlA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS RE$iM.TS BY SCHmJL 
FALL. 1982 ElEVENTH GRADE RESULTS 



SCHOU. 



■B£rH£S«>A-CH. CH. 
N. BLAiA 
CHURCHILL 
*^AMASt.US HS 

GAlTHERSBUaU HS 
U. JuHNSON 

^ NA&RUOER 

K. MiiNrbOMERV 
NOklHiMaJ 
PAINT BRANCH 
PfeARy 

PLiJLfcSVI LLt: 
RCLKVILLE 
SENECA 1/ ALLEY 
SHtR«tOUO ^& • 
SPklNGSRCiUK 
WHEAT uN 
ikHiTNAN 
iiiiUCWARU 
liUuTTCM 



\ 

SCHCnL « FOR 
# BATTERY 



406 
757 
602 
701 
709 
!>51 

ais 

51J 
201 
796 
315 
BU6 
152 
23b 
10^ 
503 
798 
7o2 
«27 
222 
2 34 



396 
403 
490 
247 
228 
369 
233 
327 
270 
300 
294 
296 
299 
'94 
340 
482 
271 
467 
255 
471 
220 
3«5 



TOTAL 
BATTERY 
NCE SS PER 
MEAN MEAN RANK 



68 
52 
73 
58 
58 
57 
69 
61 
62 
59 
61 
62 
61 
58 
68 
62 
62 
68 
53 
74 
71 
70 



695 
626 
714 



644 

695 



668 
661 
649 
69J 
666 
667 
692 



83 
55 
88 



64]). 65 
650 65 



63 
S3 



660 69 

668 73 

654 67 

^63 71 



73 
70 
65 
82 
72 
72 
82 



628 55 

722 90 

708 86 

701 84 



REAtJlHa 
VOCABULARY 
NCE SS PER 
MEAN MEAN RANK 



63 
51 
69 
56 
59 
55 
68 
59 
59 
57 
58 
64 
57 
57 
63 
60 
S8 
66 
52 
73 
67 
70 



695 
621 
702 
641 
658 
636 
696 
658 
655 



676 
649 
647 
674 
660 
652 
684 
627 
718 
692 
704 



80 
52 
82 
61 
68 
59 
81 
68 
67 



648 64 
654 66 



74 
64 
63 
7V 
68 
65 
79 
55 
86 
79 
83 



Ri^AOING 
COMPft^HeNSiON 
NCe -SS PER 
MEAN MEAN RANK 



67 
53 
69 
57 
61 
54 
67 
60 
59 
59 
60 
61 
58 
58 
66 
60 
58 
65 
53 
72 
o7 
67 



684 79 

625 56 
693 82 
643 64 
658 70 
632 59 

685 79 

656 69 

654 68 
t>53 68 

657 69 
661 71 
648 66 

648 66 

681 78 

655 68 

649 66 
677 77 

626 56 
706/'85 

682 78 
684 79 



TOTAL 
READING 
SS 'E% 
MEAN MEAN lANK 



68 
52 
73 
57 
61 
55 
H 69 
ol 
<>3 
59 
53 
63 
58 

65 

59 
47 
53 
74 
63 
63 



693 81 

624 54 

700 83 

644 63 



660 
636 



70 
60 



693 81 

659 69 

656 68 

652 o6 

658 69 

670 73 

650 66 

65U 66 

680 77 

661 70 

652 6o 

685 79 

627 56 

716 87 

690 SO 

696 82 



SPELLING 
NCE SS PEA 
MEAN MEAN RANK 



60 
52 
t>5 
53 
54 
53 
60 
56 
56 
51 
54 
56 
58 
55 
60 
56 
57 
60 
48 
65 
64 
62 



666 70 

627 54 

686 77 
634 57 
636 57 
634 57 

664 69 
648 62 

644 61 
622 51 

639 59 
648 62 
655 65 

640 59 

665 69 

645 61 
650 63 
663 69 
609 46 

687 77 
683 76 
670 71 



LANGUAGE 
f^CHANICS 
NCE SS PER 
MEAN MEAN HANK 



65 
54 
70 
57 
56 
58 
67 
59 
63 
55 
61 
60 
63 
53 
66 
58 
61 
67 
51 
69 
67 
62 



676 
627 
693 
641 



681 
648 
665 
633 
658 
651 
665 
625 
678 
645 
658 
680 
616 
691 
682 
663 



78 
58 
83 
64 



634 61 
643' 65 



79 

67w 

74 

60 

71 

68 

74 

57 

73 

66 

71 

74 

S3 

83 

80 

73 




59 



58 



o 

ERIC 



TABLE 4 (ccRitiniMid) 



CAC1«»MIA ACHI = Ve»«fcNf TESTS RESULTS BY SCHuUL 
FAU.« 1982 EU^ENTH GAAOE RESULTS 



SCHOOL 



lam;jage 

EXPRESSlbM 
NCE SS PER 
MEAN HEAI4 RAAiK 



TOTAL 

m;e SS PER 
MEAN ttEAN HANK 



MATH 
CuMPUTATIUN 
MCE SS PER 
MEAN RANK 



MATH 
CwMC fi APP 
NCE SS .PER 
MEAN MEAN RAfK 



TOTAL 
MATH 

N;c SS PER 
McAM hcAh aA.4K 



REf EREI^E 
SKILLS 
NCE SS PER 
MEAN MEAN RAM( 



BETHbSi)A-CH. CH« 
<M. dLAlH * 
CHURCHILL 
CAMA:kCUS HS 
EINSTEU 
toAIFriERSBliKb HS 
M. JOHNSUN . 
KENNEOy 
MAifRUOEK 
R. mHliiufitM 
MitilhdLHii) 
PAINT BRANCH 
PEARY 

PUuLcSVILlE m 

RuCKvULE 

SENECA VALLEY 

SHERi«wuO riS 

SPRlNGSROLiX 

WdLATON 

UHiTilAN 



68 

5^. 

7t 

5b 

54 

58 

64 

58 

59 

58 

60 

60 

61 

55 

64 

50 

63 

65 

52 

Tl 

67 

65 



OS8 
620 
704 
638 
t>3l 



645 
6St 
647 
t»55 
656 
656 
633 
671 
o5J 
667 



703 
t»65 
677 



6i 
53 
86 
62 
58 



647 66 
673 76 



65 
68 
66 
69 
70 
TO 
59 
76 
68 
74 



676 77 

620 53 



85 
80 
78 



68 

5J 
72 
5/ 
5b 
59 
67 
59 
61 
57 
61 
61 
62 
55 
66 
60 
rt»3 
67 
52 
72 
66 
65 



69i 82 

625 55 

708 86 

643 64 
635 60 
650 67 
683 79 
650 67 
662 71 

644 64 
66i 71 
658 70 
665 73 
633 59 
680 78 
655 69 
668 74 
685 80 
620 53 
707 86 
691 82 
676 77 



63 
52 
67 
57 
55 
54 
66 
58 
62 
58 
59 
61 
60 
58 
64 
59 
60 
64 
53 
69 
68 
67 



67U 

621 

689 

643 

636 

6 32 

68S 

650 

665^ 

649 

653 

6o0 

656 

647 

675 

654 

659 

675 

624 

698 

694 

(»87 



73 
54 
79 
63 
60 
59 
77 
66 
71 
65 

«• 

68 
64 
74 
67 
69 
74 
55 
81 
80 
78 



67 
53 
72 
58 
59 
57 
67 
61 
64 
<»1 
61 
62 
61 
57 
69 
(»2 
61 
67 
54 
74 
?2 
71 



t>86 78 

628 56 

710 86 

649 65 

652 66 

644 63 
690 80 
6fi3 70 
675 75 
660 69 
662 70 
665 71 
660 69 

645 63 
696 82 
668 72 



662 
687 



70 
79 



629 57 
717 87 
710^ 86 
706 84 



.65 
53 
71 
58 
53 
56 
68 
63 
54 
63 
61 
62 
60 
5 b 
68 

61 
6o 
54 
73 
72 
70 



681 77 

^25 55 

704 84 

648 o5 

647 65 

640 62 

690 80 

658 69 

672 74 

657 69 



660 
664 



70 
71 



659 69 

647 65 

690 80 

665 72 

662 71 

685 78 

629 57 

713 86 

708 85 

702 83 



64 
55 
68 
59 
61 
58 
65 
64 
62 
60 
61 
ttZ 
61 
58 
64 
63 
59 
64. 
57 
68 
65 
66 



673 
634 



652 
681 



75 
59 



690 81 

654 67 

662 71 

647 64 
678 77 
674 7S 
665 72 
656 68 
6i60 70 

663 71 
661 70 

648 65 
673 75 
670 74 



66 
78 



642 .62 

689 80 

676 76 

682 78 



Total Battery Interquartile Ranges 

The average scores reported In the previous section provide a concise summary 
of each school's performance on the CAT. However, the scores reported are 
only for the average student In the school and do not Indicate how the scores 
are spread out. Given the mean score, one can only make a rough estidate as 
to hdw the highest and lowest scoring students are perforraing. The figures in 
this section show the spread of scores in each school and provide information 
about the performance of the top and bottom quarters of each school. This is 
done by urilng score bands to report the interquartile range for the CAT Total 
Battery for each school. The figures show the score ^ (national percentile 
rank) of the student at each school's 25th and 75th percentile. Thus, the 
lowest 25 fierccnt of the students in that school fall below the lower end of. 
the range. Likewise, the highest 25 percent in that scho^ scored above the 
upper end jof the/range. For example, if the upper end of tHe band were at the 
96th percentile, the top 2*5 percent of ahe students in that school ranked in 
the upper four percent of the national norft sample, 

^ Schools are presented in these figures in alphabetical orde^ by grade. The 

first page for each grade follows: 



Grade 


3 


— Page 


41 


Grade 


5 


— Page 


48 


Grade 


8 


— Page 


55 


Grade 


11 


— Page 


' 57 



County (all graderf) — Page 59 



61 



40 



( 



hJATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDEf^jf SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL S 
FIRST QUARTILE (Ql). MEDIAN. AND THIRD QUARTILE (03) - 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 3. TOTAL BATTERY. 1982-83 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK 




LUCY BARNSLEY 



70 



86 



96 



BEALL 



4S 



86 



d6 \ 



BELLS MILL 



86 



^^^^86 



BELMONT 




1 


■ 

83 



















BEL PRE 


1 


60 






96 















^ETHESDA 



52 gip72jM87 



BEVERLY FARMS 


^— 


2 


/ 


67 




96 




BRADLEY HILLS 


1 

1 


2 




67 




96 



BROAD ACRES 



28 



38 



66 



: BROOKHAVEN 

1 


• / 

.^—i — \ 


2 


/ 67 




■MB. 




96 

- ■ i 11 ill ' 1 



: BROWN STATION 



f:si68;i::Si 



NATIONAL PERCENTIUE RANK FOR THE ^TUDENT SCORING fi^T EACH SCHOOL S 
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1). MEDIAN. AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3).- . 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TEST^ GRADE 3. TOTAL BATTERY. 1982^ (cont.) 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK 



, SCHOOL NAME 



[ CA^IDLEUOOD 



I 



I I i l |lilih lil , |li <-r 

5 10 20|30 40 5J0 60 70| 80 90 95 
Qi Md Qo 



AREA 



99 



96 



CANNON ROAD 



63 




97 



CARDEROCK SPRINGS 



CASHEtL 



83 




94 96 




CEDAR GROVE 



39 



; CHEVY CHASE 




CLARKSBURG 



37 ®| 




61 



83 



. CLOVERLY 



56 K^^^^^73^^ 



82 



COLD SPRING 




COLLEGE GARDENS 



CONNECTICUT PARK 



feiiisl83l^Ms 94 



63 



83 



CRESTHAVEN 




DAMASCUS 



DARNESTOWN 




S3 ^^0^73 



93 



DIAMOND 

ERIC 



57 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK" FOR THg STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S 
FIRST QUARTILE (01 ). MEDIAN, AND THIRDOUARTILE (03) - 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 3. TOTAL BATTERY. 19B2« (cont.) 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK 



SCHOOL NAME 




AREA 



DU FIEF 



78 



EAST SILVER SPRING 



17 



FAIRLAJfl) 



■fe^^itfiiiiiiitiiaM 




FALLSMEAD 



79 



901 



FARMLAND 




FIELDS ROAD 



38 



77 



FLOWER VALLEY 



81 



90 



FOREST KNOLLS 



^OX CHAPEL 




57 



90 



GA^THERSBURG 



41 



^i»»73iifip 



GALWAY 



80 ^^'^if TSMlii-SiM? 




94 



GARRETT PARK 



GEORGETOWN HILL 




'GEORGIAN FOREST 



SO 



'Mi 



01 



GERMAMTOVOI 

ERIC 




64 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDEN^^ dcORING AT EACH SCHOOLS 
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1 ). MEDIAN. AND THIRD QUARTILE (03) - 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 3. TOTAL BATTERY. 1982-83 (cont.) 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK 



SCHOOL NAME 



T T 



I 



5 10 20 



AREA 



;0|30 40^ 60 70| 80 90 95 
Qi Md Q, 



X 

99 



GLEN HAVEN 



GLEN ALLAN 




46 M^ig:,:s72|;' 



90 



GREEN1K)0D 



61 




90 



HARMONY HILLS 




HIGHLAND 



29 




64 



HIGHLAND VIEW 




JACKSON ROAD 



KEMP MILL 



KENS INGTON-PARKWOOD 




54 ^^l#74^iiiPl 



90 



LAKE NOR?iANDY 



926961 



LAKEWOOD 



73 



LAYTONSVILLE 



LUriANOR 















MARYVALE ' 




28 









MEADOt.' HALL 



48 



er|c 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE feTUDENT SCARING AT EACH SCHOOL'S 
FIRST QUARTILE (01). MEDIAN; AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) - 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 3. TOTAL BATTERY. 1^2-83 (cont.) 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK 



POTOMAC 



r— I 



^ls ll|l l ll |l ll lj ll 

10 N20|30 -40Ep 60 7(^80 












RITCHIE PARK 


3 66 




I'Wigm 96 











ROCK (SEEK FOREST 



45 



83 



ROCK CREEK VALLEY, 



87 



T 



90 



ROCKING H055tf ROAD 



48 



83 



ROCK VIEW 



er|c 



8 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCARING AT EACH SCHOOL'S 
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1). MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (03) - 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 3, TOTAL BATTERY. 1982-«3 (cont.) 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK 



SCHOOL NAME 



5 10 20130 40 5p60 7(^ 8i 
Q, Md Qo 



no 



AREA 



80 90 95 
^3 



ROLLING TERRACE 



ROSEHARY HILLS 



ROSEMONT 




42 piii|64f ii 



41 



83 



SEVEN LOCKS 



SHERWOOD 




63fe4;M79M^M 



SOMERSET 



SOUTH LAKE 



STEDWICK 



stcInegate 



STRATHHORE 



SUMMIT HALL 



TAKOMA PARK 



TRAVILAH 



TWINBPOOK 



VIERS IILL 



54 



86 





19 



58 



29 




35 



31 




72 



1^ 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE Slt^tENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL S 
. FIRST QUARTiLE (01 ). MEDIAN. AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) - 
CALIFCWNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 3. TOTAL BATTERV, 1982-83 (cont.) 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK 



I I i l l i l i| 1 1 I I I 1 1 <-r 

5 10 20130 40^ 60 70| 80 90 95 



I 



SChKK)LNAME 




NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE 3TUpENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL S 
FIRST QUARTILE (Ql). MEDIAN. AND THIRD QUARTILE {Q3) - 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 5. TOTAL BATTERY. 1982-83 (cont.) 



















NATIONAL PERCEIsmLE RANK | | 












hr 


hi— r 


X 5 10 201 


130 40 SO 6 


0 70180 90 95 99 



SCHOOL NAME 



AREA 



Md 



CANDLEUOOD 




CANNON ROAD 



CARDEROCK SPRINGS 



CASHELL 



CEDAiH GROVE 



•S3 




CH^ CHASE 



CLARKSBURG 




CI4QVERLY 



COLD SPRING 



GB 




COLLl^GE GARDENS 



72 




NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S 
FIRST QUARTILE {QD, MEDIAN. AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) - 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 6, TOTAL BATTERY. 1982^ (cont ) 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK 



SCHOOL NAME 




AREA 



DU FIEF 




FAIRLAND 



FALLSMEAD 



FARMLAND 



FIELDS ROAD 



FLOWER VALLEY 



FOREST KIJQLLS 




FOX CHAPEL 



52 



GAITHERSBURG 



44 




GALWAY 



i84K|91 



GARRETT PARK^ 



93 



GEORfiETOWtl HILL 



81^011 




GEORGIAN FOREST 



1 




93 



NATIONAL PERC^NTIU RANK FOR THB STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S 
FIRST QUAF^TILE (01). MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (03) - 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 6, TOTAL BATTERY. 1982-83 (cont.) 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK 



I 



SCHOOL NAME 



AREA 




40 SlO 60 701 80 90 95 
, Md Q3 



99 V 



GLENALLAN 



GREENVfOOD 



1. 



HARMONY HILLS 



HIGHIJVND 



HIGHLAND VIEW 




26 



> ^^^^^^ 



81 



;iACKSON ROAD • 



KEMP MILL 



KENS lNGTON-PARKl^fOOD 



LAIvE INORMANDY 



LAKEWOOD 



LAYTON^VfLLE 



LUXMANOU 



2 • 



MARYVAI,E 




69 



97 



62 



1^69^™ 86 



76 flfiiM^^i^l^i^^ 96 



76 



' 66 



96 



80 



7:;:i)lii9i^«i 



98 



26 




91 



MEADOW HALL 



2 



<>' -OS 



51 



'■'^"'"^^72ia 



; ^IILL C UiEK TOmE 



ERIC , 




.XV* •y ..V 



I^TIOWAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL'S 
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1). MEDIAN. AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) - 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 5. TOTAL BATTERY. 1982-63 (cont ) 




NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOLS 
FIRST QUARTIL^ (Q1). MEDIAN. ANQ THIRD OUARTILE (Q3) - 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTTS QRADE 5. TOTAL BATTERY. 1962^ (ccMit.) 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK 



SCHOOL NAME 



T — r 



5 10 



AREA 



i l l ihl i l il i 

20130 40^ 60 701 G 
Qi Md Q. 



trta 



80 90 95 



99 



ROSE*IARY HILLS 




ROSQIONT 



SWJTH LAKE 



STEDUICK 



52 



90 



SEVEN LOCKS X 




2 




















SHERWOOD 




1 






|90 










i 




SOMERSET 




2 










SyONEGATE 



STRATIIMORE 



suHmit hall 



TRAVILAH 




SO 



TWINBROOK 



VIERS MILL 



43 



WASHINGTON GROVE 



42 





NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL S 
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1 ). MEDIAN. AND THIRD QUARTILE (03) - 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 5. TOTAL BATTERY. 1^-83 (contj 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK 



1 5 10 20130 40 £{0 60 70| 80 90 95 



99 




NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOL S 
FIRST QUARTILE (01), MEDIAN. AN© THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) - v 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 8. TOTAL BATTERY, 1982-83 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE «ANK 



[=□11 



SCHOOL NAME 



AREA 



5 10 20 



l | liii h ii ii i 

:0i30 40 £p 60 70181 
Qi Md Qq 



EIIE 



80 90 95 



99 



JOHN T. BAKER rNTERJffiDUTE 



48 



91 



BDJJAMIN BANNEKER JUNIOR HIGH 



57 



COLONEL JOSEPH BEU;. JUNIOR HIGH 



41 



p^61 





83 



CABIN JOHN JUNIOR HIGH 

Z 



EASTERN INTERMEDIATE 



WILLIAM H, FARQUHAR MIDDLE 




59 



ROBERT FROST INTERIffiDlAtfi 



3 " 



97 



GAITHERSBURG JUNIOR HIGH 
^ ^ : 



41 



87 



HERBERT HOOVER JUNIOR HIGH 



72 iliil88|pr 



95 



FRANCIS SCOTT KEY JUNIOR HIGH 



47 



p6 




MARTIN LUTHER KING JUNIOR HIGH 



46^^Spll^S 88 



COLONEL E. BROOKE LEE INTER. 



S0^^g74«|M92 



iSifei 



M(»rrGpMERY VILLAGE JUNIMl ^IGH 




PARKLAND JUNIOR HIGH 



PdOLESVILLE JR/SR HIGH 



44 




PRir 



7 



NATIONAL PERG^TILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SPRING AT>EACH SCHOOL'S 
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1 ). MEDIAN, AND THIRO QUARTILE {bS) - 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 8. TO^AL BATTERY. 1982-83 (cont.) 





















NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK | | 










hr 


frl 










1 5 10 / 


20 1 


|30 40 S 


0 60 70180 90 95 99 



SCHOOL NAME 



AREA 



TH(mS W, PYLE INTERMEDIATE 




97 



REDLAND MIDDLE 



RIDGEVIEW JUNIOR HIGH 





83 




S^IGO INTERIJ^DIATE 



TAKOMA PARK JUNIOR HIGH 



79 



TILDEN INTERMEDIATE 




JULIUS WEST MIDDLE 



44 ^^^^^W 



90 



l^ESTLAND INTERMEDIATE 




57 




WHITE OAK JUNIOR HIGH 



S2 




92 



EARL B. WOOD JUNIOR HIGH 




ERIC 



7/ 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCpRfNG AT EACH SCHCX)L S 
FIRST QUARtlLE (Q1 ). MEDIAN. AND THiRt) QUARTILE (Q3) - 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 1 1 . TOTAL BATTERY. 1982-83 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK 



SCHOOL NAME 



AREA 



I I I » 



5 10 20 



!0|30 40^60 70| 80 90 95 
Qt Md Qo 



99 



BETHESDA-CHEVY CHASE HIGH 




MONTGOMERY BLAIR HIGH 

< 


1 


31 1 






76 















WINSTO{I CHURCHILL HIGH 



2 -^ 




DAMASCUS HIGH 



40 



85 



ALBERT EINSTEIN HIGH 



40 




81 



GAITHERSBURG HIGH 




WALTER JOHNSO^I HIGH 



JOHN F. KENNEDY HIGH 



COLONEL ZADOK MAGRUEER HIGH 



I 

I RI^^HARD MONTGO'IERY HIGH 
i~- ' .II . ■ 



NORTHWOODHIGH 




PAINT BRANCH HIGH 



81 




731 



. j™«87 

riffiiiiiiiiM 



j ROBERT E. PEARY HIGH 



POOLESVILLE JR/SR HIGH 



ROCXVILLE HIGH 
■ O ' ~ — 




NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCORING AT EACH SCHOOLS 
FIRST QUARTILE (Q1). MEDIAN, AND THIRD QUARTILE (Q3) - 
CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS GRADE 11, TO^^L BATTERY. 1982-83 (contj 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK 



SCHOOL NAME 



AREA 



T — r 



til 



I 



5 10 20|30 40 



0 ^ 60 70| 80 91 
.Md Qq 



90 95 



1 — -J 



9t 



SENECA VALLEY HIGH 3 1 


1 
1 






SHERWOOD HIGH 1 

48 




87 





SPRli(GBR(X}K HIGH 




94 



WHEATON HIGH 



WALT WHITMAN HIGH 



CHARI4ES W. WOODWARD HIQl 



76 




'^2 




NATIOJ^L reRCENTILE RANK FOR THE STUDENT SCX)RING AT THE COUNTY'S \ 

FIRST QUARTILE {Q1 ). MEDIAN. AND THIRD QUARTILE (03) - ^ \ 

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS, TOTAL BATTERY. 1982-83 



NATIONAL PERCENTILE RANK 



SCHOOL NAME 



T T 



I I l i l l l l ll l h l jl 

5 10 20|30 40 Sa)60 70| 8( 
Qi Md Qo 



80 90 95 



AREA 



99 



;RADE 3 C(HJNTY (CAT) 



54 




94 



i 



3RADE 5 COU 



(CAT) 



S6 




80: 



^§^^94 



iRADE 8 COUNTY (CAT) 



S5l 



^RADE U COUNTY (CAT) 





Longltiidlnal Trettdg 

The school loi^ltudliial analysis^ presents the score trends of students tested 
"n the saxse school tvice. This testing vas done In Grades 3 and 5. This 
analysis provides a better indication of possible program strcmgths m^d 
waknesses t^n does collaring scores for groups of different students • 
When scores fo^ different students are coiaparedy differences in their ability 
/can confound ^ny judgeaents about quality. That is, brlgibter students may 
score higher because of their own talents* not t^cause their educational 
program is any better. Using the results for the same group of students at 
tvo grad^ levels eliminates this confounding factor. ^ 

The identification of a school as having good or poor^^re trends in a given 
year can be affected by soim of the interpretive problems discussed in an 
earlier section of this report. If the schoJ[>l longitudlnarvgroup has a score 
decline or increase* it could be the result of test characteristics, not the 
quality of the school program* One reason for score changes could be that the 
norm group foi^ the Grade 5 test had higher ability than did the nor^. group for 
the Grade 3 test. Thus, i^en students were assigned standBrdlsed scores 
(e.g., percentile ranks) In Grade 5, they were being compart to brighter 
students and did not appear to perform as veil. Another reason for score 
changes could be that the content of the Grade 5 test vas a better match to 
the MCPS curriculum. In this case students would have been taught more of tl\e 
Grade 5 content but not necessarily any more of the MCPS curriculum. Thus, 
their scores would have improved without their actually learning any nKire. 

In an attempt to correct for the effect of test characteristics, a baseline 
for comparison* has been established. This baseline is the average trend, 
countywide, for the students tested twice In the same school. This is being 
used on the assumption that, if these characteristics Influence score trends, 
the county trend will indicate the amount of correction that is needed. 

Substantial deviation (eight or more '^NCE points), from this baseline by a 
school trend is an indication of potential strength or ireakness. School 
trends that are eight or more NCE points above the county trend will be 
indicated by a plus (+). Sc!u>oI trends that are eight or iwre NCE points 
below the county trend will be Indicated by a minus (-) . When reviewing data 
for small groups (fewer than 30) one should use extra caution before reaching 
conclusions about program strengths and weaknesses. Mean scores for groups of 
fewer than 30 are ^omeWhat unstable and can be unduly influenced by a few very 
high or very low scores. No results are reported for groups of fewer than 10 
because of the extreme^ instability of ^an Scores for groups that sise. 
County trends for students tested in the sai^ school are summarised in Table 
^5. Also shown in that table are the differences required to indicate 
substantial change. v ^ * 



7. The groups might be the current third grade and last year's third 
gr^e or the current third and fifth grades. 

eo 

SI 



While longitudinal data have the advantage cit^^^hove, they should xtot be 
used to label schools as having good oT. poor programs, but only as a "flag" 
duggestting that a closer look needs to be taken* Judgment of the quality of a 
school program needs to be based on numy things in addit|.on ' to standardized 
test scores, ^ no matter how well they are analyzed. Additionally, the. 
«tat|.stic being used> difference scores^ is somewhtft junstableV 'For thesi^ and 
other reasons the longitudinal results for a given school are often not 
consistent from year to year. That is, the method will generally not flag a 
-school two y^ars in a row» Thus, before a school is jc^ited as having a good pr 
poor program based^on longitudinal dat4, the results of several' years need to 
be reviewed. ' * • * . 

This section of the report contains three tables of school daKia. Table 6 
presents* the elemen^tary school longitudinal results from Graded 5 to 5 for the 
• 1982-83 school year^^ Given the grades in which we test, that is, 3, 5, 8, ^and 
11, school longitudinal results cdn only tjp computed for elementary schools. 

Table 7 presents a summary, of four years of school longitudinal analyses; 
This makes it possible /to see which schools are consistently identified ^as 
having good or pdor prcfg;rams. The table shows the subject aread and years in 
which each elementary school had a , substantial deviation from the county, 

. longitudinal trend. The schools have been grouped into quarters based on the 
Grade 3 scores "fdV .the 1982-83 report group. If a school did not have scores 

"in 19^-B3, it was placed in the saioe quarter as last year*. This grouping is 
helpful in evaluating results because there is a tendency for very high (low) 
scoring schools to have their qcoras -go dpwn (up) the next"* time they are 
tested . Presenting the results for the similarly scoring schools together 
help& to determine if a school's trend is "^at ^ight be expectec^* (i»e., 

.similar' to schools that start at the; same level> or if it is utnisual for 
schools at that level and therefore merits special attention. 

'Tables 8 and 9 contain what will be called quasllongltudlnal data. Table 8 
yshows .the trends, fox students in paired schools. These students move as a 
^roup from one school to another between the Grad^ 3 testing and the Grade 5 
testing. This occurs because. at least one oi the schools does not have both 
Jgrades. ' 

\ * • • 

Table. 9 shows the trends for students who were in consolidated schools. They 
moved as a grou||^ from one , school ^^o another in 1982-83 because of school, 
closings. These students . will * not he included in the school's tegular 
longitudinal g^oup. An example^ would be students who moved from the closed 
Htingerford Park to Beall. itowever, students who were in Beall (th%n W„ 
Rockville) in Grad^ 3 ai*e Included in the Beaimongitudlnal data in Tabl^ 6. 



8.. The * statistical «ame for this phenomenon Is regression effect, A 
review of * the ftour years of school longltud4nal results shows a slight 
regression 'effect. Schools thiat start off (Grade 3) in the top quarter tend 
to have an average trend that is a point or two. lower than the county tremd. 
Likewise schools that stajrt in the bottom quarter tend to have an average 
trend a point' or two higher 'than the county trend. . However, there is 
considerable varl^ation in the 'trends in both groups. ^ 



t 



TABLE 5 

i 

County Means and Magnlttide of Trend Needed 

to Indicate Substantial* Change for \ 
Longitudinal and ,Nonlonsltudlnal School Results on the 
California Achleveaent Tests * 



* 


Longitudinal 




Monlongltudlnal 


' " 1 • 


, 


Fall 


Fall 








Fall 


Fall 








1980 


1982 








1980 


1982 








Grade 3 


Grade 


5 


Substantial 


substantial. 


Grade 3 


• Grade 5' 


Substantial 


Substantial 




HCE Mean 


HCE Mean 


Increase 


Decrease 


RCE Mean 


NCE Mean 


Increase 


IXcVease 


Total Reading 


64 


67 


# 


11 


5 


57 


60 


11 


5 


Total Language 


69 


72 




11 


* 

5 


60 


64 


12 


4 


Total ifatheaatlck 

* 


67 


69 




10 


6 


59 


^ 63 


.12 


4 


Total Battery 


68 


71 




11 


• 

5 


59 


63 


12 


4 



*Substantlal Is defined as eight or n»re NCE pointy above the county treild. ' ' 
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TABLE 6 
* .- • . 

CALIFWINIA ACHIEVEMarr TESTS LONGITDDINAL RESULTS 
FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) ANttJffi^ « (1982) 





Total 
/ Reading 


Total 
Language 


Total 
Math 


Total 
'Battery 


« 

School 


School 
<■ NumbeT 


Grnde 


# 

Tested 


NCE 


Rank 


NCE . 

Ma an 


RanV - 


NCE 


£^e^ ceuc xxe 
Rank 


NCE 


i^ercenc xxe 
*Rank 
or neHn 


Ashburton 




3 


35 


57 


63 




67 


60 


6A 




A7 

0/ 






5 


35 


62 


72 


62 


72 


66 


78" " 


64 


75 




420 




29 


6S 


76 


76 


07 


7A 


0/ 


It 








5 


29 


69 


82 


69- 


82 


68- 


80 


70 


83 


t 

Liiicv BattibTav 


505 


3 


39 


67 


79 


71 


# 

o*» 


AQ 




7y 
f L 








5 


39 


68 


80 


77 


90 


72 


85 


75 


88 


Beall 


207 


3 


21 






S7 


• 














.5 


21 


63 


73 


* 66 


78 


644^ 


75 


64 


75 


Bells Mill 


607 


3 


22 


63 


73 






69 


79 




/ 3 


\ 




5 


22 


66 


78 


74 


87 


64 


75 


69 


• 82 


Bel^nt 

\ 


513 . 


3 


32 


74 


87 


71 


84 


66 


78 


71 


84 




. 5 


32 


^ 71 


84 


77 


90 


72 


85 


76 


^9 


Bel ^re 


780 


3 


35 


' 62 


72 


69 


82 


68 


80 


67 


79 


• s 
. i 


• 


5 


35 


67 


79 


74 


87 


73 


86 


72 


85 


Bethedda 


401 


3 


21 


70 


83 


77 


90 


69 


82 


72 


.85 


# ! 

1 


_ 


5 


21 


75 


88 


81 


93 


73, 


86 


78 


91 



TABLE 6 (continued) 



CALIFOWIIA ACHIEVEJterr TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS 
FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982) 



School 



School # 
Number Grade Tested 




Beverly Farms 



Bradley Hills 



Broad Acres 



Broofchaven 



irovn Station 



Burning Tree^ 



BurtonsVille 



Candlewood 



410 



^304 



807 



55^ 



419 



302 



508 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



23 
23 



12 
12 



47 
47 



56 
56 



48 
48 



la 

18 



39 
39 



er|c7 



Total 
treading 



NCE 
Mean 



Percentile 
Rank 
of Mean 



64 
71 



43^ 
53 

60 
66 



63 
67 



80 
61 



62 
67 



67 . 
71 



75 
84 



37 
56 



68 
78 



73 

79 



92 
93 



72 
79 



79 
84 



Total 
Lanjpiage 



NCE 
Mean 



Percentile 
Rank> 
of ttean 



67 
74 



47 
54 



65 
73 



73 
71 



84 
84 



70 
78 



68 

75 



79 
87 



44 
58^ 



76. 
86 



86 

84 



95 

95 



83 
91 



80 
68 



Total 
Math 



Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of Mean 



71 
73 



56 
55 



63 
69 



61 
68 



88 

83 



62 
72+ 



72 
73 



84 
86 



61 
59 



73 
82 



70 
80 



96 

94 



72 
85 



85 
86 



Total 
Battery 



Pferccntlle 
NCE Rank 
Mean idf Mean 



69 
75 



48 
54 



62 
70 



64 
70 



88 
87 



65 
74 



71 
75 



82 
88 



46 
58 



72 
83 



75 
83 



96 
96 



76 
87 



84 
88 



TABLE 6 (continued) 
I 

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS 
FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRAD& 5 (1982) 





r « ■ ^ . , , 

Total 
Reading 


Total 
Language 


I. , - ■ ■ ,| 

" Total 
JSath / 


Total 
Bkttery 


School 


School 
NuBitier 


Grade 


# 

Tested 


NCE 
Mean 


Percentile 
Rank 
of Mean 


NCE 
^ Mean 


Percentile 
Rank 
of Mean 


Percentile 
NCE Rank 
H^an of Mean 


NCE 
Mean 


Percent il<B 
Rank 
of Mean 


Cannon Road 


310 


3 


35 


66 


78 


69 


82 


66 


78 


68 


80 






5 


35 . 


74 


87 


82+ 


94 


79+^ 


92 


81+ 


9^3 


Cashell 


511 


3 


52 


67 


79 


'66 


78 


«4 


75 


66 


78 






5 


52 


66 


78 


74 


87 


73 • 


86 


72 


85- 


Cedar Grove 


703 


3 


26 


64 


75 


66 


,78 


61 


7b 


63 


73 


m 




5 

<• 


26 


64 


75 


66- 


78 


64 


75 


* 


76 


Chevy Ch^se 


. 403 


3 


41 • 


61 


70 


65 


1 76:"- 


69 


82 


68 


^ 80 






5 


41 


71 


84 


73 


86 

> 


74 


87 


74 

< 


87 ' 


Clarksburg 


101 


3 


; 30 


62 


72 


62 


72 


68 


80 


>66 . 


78 






5 


30 


60 


68 


66 


78 

• 


60- 


68 


61- 


70 


Cloverly 


308 


3 


46 


62 


72 


64 


75 


61 


70 


64 


75 




5 


46 


, 65 


76 


72 


85 


67 


79. 


70 


83 4/ 


\ 

Cold Spring ; 


238 3 


39 


68 


80 


70 


83 


69 


82 


70 


83 




5 


39 . 


71 ; 

<* 


84* 


73 


86 • 


76 


89 


75 


88 


■ LI.- 

College Gmdexxf 


229 


3 


50 


70- 


. 83 


71 


84 


75 


88 


75 


88 / 






5 


50 

\ 


73 ' 


86 


74 


87 * 


74 


87 


76 


89 \ 

\ 



o>- 



I 



TABLE 6 (continued) 

CALIFORNIA ACHIE^S^EMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS 
FOR STUDENTS TKTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982) 



\ 








Total 
fading 


TotaJ^ 
Language 


Total 
Math 


Total 
Battery 


School 


School 
' Niuftber 


Grade 


# 

Tested 


Percen,tlle 
NCE Rank 
Ifean of Mean 


NCE 
Mean 


Percentile 
Rank 
of Mean 


Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Maan of Mean 


NCE 
Mean 


Percentile 

Rank 
of Mean 


% 

\ 

Connectilcut Pfirk 


779 


3 


22 


D / 


70 


81 


93 


62 


72 


6r 


79 






5 


22 


64 


75 


61- 


70 


67 


79 


65 


76 


Cresthav^n 


808 


3 


24 


AQ 




71 


84 


73 


86 


74 


87 






5 


24 


71 


84 


74 


87 


71 


84 


74 


87 




702 


3 


56 


Oh 


/ D 


76 


89 




78 


68 


80 / 


t . > ' 




5 


56 


67 


79 


i 


82 


67 


79 


68 


80 


Djti!*iids t:ovii 


351 


3 


44 


66 


78 


67 


79 


73 


86 


70 


83 






5 


44 


69 


82 




84 


72 


85 


72 


85 


H X 

D'fAntofiil 


570 


3 


72 


68 


80 


76 


89 


71 


84 


73 








5 


72 


68 


80 


67- 


79 


72 


85 


71 


84 


OuFlef 


241 


3 


57 


64 


75 5^ 


71 


84 


74 


87 


72 


85 






' 5 


57 


69 


82 


75 


88 


. 76 


89 


76 


89 


Fairland 


303 


3 


36 


69 


82 


70 


83 


68 


80 


70 


83 






5 


36 


69 


82 


71 


84 


65 


76 


68 


80 


• 
























Fallsmead 


233 


3 


37 


69 


82 


74 


87 


72 


85 


73 


86 


*• — ■—'"^r 




5 


37 


68 


80 


83+ 


95 


. 71 


84 

• 


75 


88 



Oi 



92 



FOR 



« student: 



TABLE 6 (continued) 

CALIFORNIA ACHI^VQIENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS 
S TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1962) 



Total 
Read In 



Total 
Languag e 



Total 
Math 



Total 
Battery 



School 



School # 
Nuaber Grade Tested 



Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of Mean 



- .^JBercentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of Mean 



Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of Mean 



Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Itean of Mean 



Fanoland 



Fields Road 



Flower Valley 



Forest Knolls 



Fox Qjhapel 



Gaithersburg 



Galway 



Garrett Park 



219 
566 
506 
803 
106 
553 
313 
204 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3^ 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



38 
38 



30 
30 



23 
23 



17 
17 



49 
49 



40 
40 



26 
26 



27 
27 



73 
72 



56 
59 



65 
63 



63 
67 



63 
65 



51 
60 



61 
68 



60 
72+ 



86 
85 



61 
67 



76 
73 



73 
79 



73 
76 



52 
68 



70 
80 



68 
85 



80 
83 



60 
65 



66 

74 



58 
67 



72 
72 



56 
62 



61 
70 



64 
75+ 



92 
94 



68 
76 



78 
87 



65 
79 



85 
85 



61 
72 



70 
83 



75 
88 



81 
82 



56 
67+ 



64 
71 



61 
68 



60 
67 



56 
58 



67 
77+ 



67 
73 



93 
94 



61 
79 



75 
84 



70 
80 



68 
79 



61 
65 



79 
90 



79 
86 



82 
83 



57 
65 



66 
70 



62 
69 



66 
70 



55 
61 



64 
73 



65 
75 



94 
94 



63 
76 



78 
83 



72 
82 



78 
83 



59 
70 



75 
86 



76 
88 



93 



TABLE 6 (continued) 

I 

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVDffiNT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS 
'for STUDHITS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE. 3 (1980) AND G^E 5 (1982) 



Total 
Reading 



Total 
Language 



Total 
Math 



Total 
Battfery 



* School 



School # 
Nimber Grade Tested 



Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean. of Mean' 



Percentile 
NCE ^ Ran1c 
'Mean of Mean 



Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of Mean 



Percentile 
NCE . Rank 
Mean of Mpan 



Cec)|[|e 



town Hill 



Georgian Forest 



Germantovn 



Glen Haven 



61enallan 



* Greemrood 



Harmony Hills " 



Highland 



221 



786 



102 



767 



817 



512 



797 



774 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 

5 



41 
41 



28 
28 



43 
43 



30 
30 



29 
29 



57 
57 



19 
19 



(43 
43 



77 
75 



55 
66+ 



64 
65 



56 
58 



55 
65 



67 
73 



57* 

54 



50 
52 



90 
88 



59 
78 



75 
76 



61 
65 



59 
76 



' 79 
86 



63 
58 



50 
54 



74 
82 



62 
69 



72 
67- 



57 
59 



64 
71 



78 
83 



61 
58 



# 51, ^ 



87 
94 



72 
82 



85 
79 



63 
67 



75 
84 



91 

94 



70 
65 



52 
52 



79 
82 



67 
73 



64 
65 



58 
53 



57 
66 



71 
69 



^8 

65 



45 
53 



92 
94 



79 
86 



75 
76. 



65 
56 



63 
78 



84 
82 



65 

76 



41 
56 



81 
83 



63 
71 



66 
66 



57 
57 



58- 
69* 



73 
76* 



56 
58 



47 
52 



93 
94 



73 
84 



78 
78 



63 
63 



65 
82 



86 
89 



61 
65 



44 
54 



TA«LE 6 -(continued) ' 

CALIFOBMIA ACHXEVEME^ TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS 
FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982) 

i ^ ' ' ' " ' ' I I I M I . ^ ■ 







i 


* 

1 


Total . 
Reading 


Total 
Language 


Total* 
Math 


w 


Total 
.Battery 


School 


School 
Number 


Grade 


# 

Tested 


Mean 


Percentile 

Ranlr 

isanK 
of Mean 


Mean 


Percentile 
KanK 
of Mean 


Mean 


Percentile 

BanV 

of Mean ' 


.# 

NCE 
nean 


Percentile 
>Rank 
of Mean 


Highland View 


^ 

.784 


3 


19 


70 


83 


67 


79 


72 




70 










,5 


19 


71 


84 


' 70 






/ 0 


70 


83 




Jackson Road 


305 


3 


38 


64 ' 


75 


71 


84 


64 


• 75 


67 


7Q 








" 5 

t 


38 








R2 


A7 


7Q 


^ 70 


83. 




Kemp Mill * 


> 

805 


* 

3 


26 


75 


* 88 


8A 


95 


95 


98 . 


92 


Qll 
^0 


p 








26 




r 00 


OA 




OZI"" 




84- 


95 




Kenslngton-Parkirood 


783 


3 


. 22 


■ 

57 


\ - 

63 ' 


61 


70 • 


58 


65 


. 58 




- 






5 


\ 22 


62 


72 


62 


72 




• 


61 


70 

« 




> 

Lake Normandy 


231 


3 


- 

45 




88 


• 76 


89' 


% 

77 


90 


78 


91 










45 


79 




7i 


67 

0 / 


71 


Ov 


75 


88 




Lakevood 


209 


3 


t 31 




78 


72 


85 


74 


87 


^74 


87 








5 


31 


69 


82 


76 


89 


73 


86 . 


75 


88 




Laytonaville * 


051 


* 

3 


.53 


64 


75 


68 


80 ■ 


62 


72 


• 

65 


76 






5 


53 


69 


• 82 


74 


87 


73+ 


86 


74 


87 




• 

Luxaanor 


22d 


'3 


26 


67 


79 


75 


88 


73 


86 


74 


87 








5 


216 


■ 70. 


83 


80 


92 


82 


94 


80 


92 





TABLE 6 (continued) 

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS 
FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 5 (1980) AND GRADE 5 '(1982) 



o 



School 



Marjrvale 



Meadow Hall 



Mill Creek Towne 



Monocacy 



Oak View 



Oakland Terrace 



Oloey 



Wa. Tyler Page 



School # 
Ntgaber Grade Tested 



210 



2>12 



556 



652 



766 



769 



•502 



312 



•-3 

3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



30 
30 



18- 
18 



74 
74 



25 
25 



12 
12 



43 ' 
43 



41 
41 



38 
38 



Total IK 
Reading 



Percentile 
NCE; Rank 
Mean of Mean 



48 
56 



65 
63 



61 
60 



59 
57 

« 

55 
54 



64 
64 



r 

60 r 

61 



64 
68 



46 
61 



76 
73 



70' 
68 . 



67 
63 



59 
58 



75 
75 



68 
70 



75 
80 



Total 
Language 



Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of Mean 



49 
62+ 



65 
66 



64 
64 



62 
58 



55 
63 



67 
66 



65 
72 



72 
75 



48 

72;. 



76 
78 



75 
75 



72 
65 



59 
73 



79 
78 



76 
85 



85 
88 



Total 
Math 



Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of Mean 



50 
58 



64 
70 



65 
62 



57 
53 



63 
56- 



62 
64 



64 
57- 



67 
75 



50 
65 



75 
83 



76 
72 



63 
56 



73 
61 



72 
75 



75 
63 



79 
88 



Trftal 
Battery 



Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean * of Mean 



49 
60+ 



65 
67 



64 
63 



60 
56 



59 
55 



63 
66 



64 
62 



69 
75 



48 
68 




68 
61 



67 
59 



73 
78 



75 
72 



82 
88 



inn 



TABLS- 6 (continued) 

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMEWT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESULTS 
FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL' IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982) 



Total 
Reading 



Total 
Language 



Total' 
Math 



Total 
Battery 



Percentile 
NCE Rank . 

Mean oi Mean 



School 



School # 
Number Grade Tested 



Percentile 
NCE ^-^Rank 
Mean C .of^^ean 



Pine Crest 761 



Poolesville 153 



Potomac 



Ritchie Park 



* 601 ' 



227 



Rock Creek Forest 773 
I 

Rock Creek Valley 819' 



Rock View 



795 



ERIC 



Rocking Horse/ Road 785 



101 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



1 
5 



3 
5 



29 
29 



59 
59 



47 
A7 



63 
6S 



20 
20 



27 
27 



29 
29 



26 
26 




Percentile 
NCE Rank 
tfean - of Mean ' 



Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of ^an 



59 
63 



74 
75 



72 
72 



61 
67 



58 
66 



63 
67 



60 
63 



70 
78 



67 
73 



87 
88 



83 

85 



70 
79 



65 
78 



73 
79 



68 
73 



61 
64 



;6i 

63 



75 
80 



. 82 
79 



71 
78 



64 
85+ 



55 
66+ 



66 
65 



70 
75 



70 
73 



88 

92 



94 
92 



84 
91 



75 
95 



59 

78 

78 
76 



59 
59 



60 
62 



78 
79 



76 
71 



74 
71 



73 
84+ 



63 
60 



55 
58 



67 
67 



68' 

■72 



91" 
92 



8sr 
84 



87 
84 



86 

95 



73 
68 



59 
65 



■ 61 
63 



60 
^ 62 



. 78 



80 



79 
, 75 



70 
72 



67 
81+ 



60 
63 



59 
62 



70 
73 



68 

.72 



91 
92 



92 
88 



83 
85 



79 
93 



6a V 

73 * 



67 

n 



102 



I' 




TABLE 6 (continued^ 



CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL RESOLTS 
FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3.(1980) AND. GRADE 5 (1982) 



■H— ■ 


Total 
Reading 


Total 
Language 


S til 1 

Total 
Math 


Total 
Battery 


School 


School 
Number 


Grade 


# 

Tepted 


NCE 
Mean 


Percentile 
Rank 
of Mean 


NCE 
Ftean 


Percentile 
Rank 
pf ttean 


NCE 
Itean 


Percentile 
Rank 
of Mean 


NCE. 
'Mean 


Percentile 
Rank 
of Mean 


• 

J Rolling Terrace . 


771 


3 
5 


12 
12 


* 61 


* 

70 
• 52 


70 
62- 


83 

72 ' 


65 
51- 


76 


65 
54- 


> 

76 
58 

/ 


• 

Roseraont 


555 

I 

* 603 

s 

If 


3' 
5 


15 
15 


54' 
62 


, 58 
72 




56 
75 


63 
65. 


73 
-76 


58 
65 


^ 76 


S^ven Locks 


3 
5 


29 
29 


70 
77 


83 
90 


78 

- 77 


91 
90 


80 
81 


92 
93 


79 
81 


92 
93 


Sherwood 

/ ' » 


501 


3 
5 


53;- 
53 


64 
63 


• 75 
73 


70 
67 


. 83 
79< 


66 
64 


78- 
75 


67 
66 


79 
78 


Somerset 

I 


405, 


3 

• 5 


25 
25 


71 
76 


84 
89 


81 
78" 


f 

93 
. 91 


85 
79- 


95 


) 
83 
80 


94 
92 


^ South Lake 


564 . 

* 


3 * 
5 


32 
,32 


65 
68 


76 
80 


66 
75 


78 

88 ^ 


69 
69 

• 


82 • 
82 


o9 
72 


85 


Stedvick 

• 


568 


3 

5 


63 
63 


66 
?0 


^.8 
83 


69 

77 


82-^. 
90 


71 
77 


84 ' 
90 


70 
77 


83 
90 


V* ^ Stonegate 


316 


3 

5 


< 

32 
32 


(68 . 
71 


80 
84 


, 74 
77 


87 

• 90 


70 
74 


83 
. 87 


71 
76 


84 
89 

« 


■ • V , n , 

























0*03 

ERIC 



104 



TABLE 6 (continued) 



CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS- LONGITUDINAL RESULTS • 
FOR STUDENTS TESTH) IN THE SAME SCHOOL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982) 



\ 






— — 


Total. 
Reading 


• Total 
. Languagf^^ 


4 XI 

Total 
Math 


Total 
Battery 


School 


School 


Grade 


# 


NCE 


Percentile 
Rank 


NCE 
Mean 


Percentile 
Rank . 
ft£ Mean - 


NCE 


Percentile 
Rank 
or Mean ~ 


NCE 


Percentile 
Rank 


- -^an- 


"of- Mean " 


S t: ta. t hmo r e 


822 


3 


" 15 


' 62 


72 


71 


84 


72 


85 


70 


83 < 






§ 


15 


66 


78 


80' 


92 


71 , 


84 


74 


87 

t 


SuBQBlt Hall • 


563 


3 


32 


68 


^0 


80 


. 92 


'69 


82 


72 


i 

85 


< 


• 


5 


32 


65 


76 


73- 


86' 


71 


84 

1 


70 


83 


Travllah 


216 


3 


37 


66 


- 

78 


, 67 


■ 79 


65 


76 


• 

67 


, 

79 


\ » * 




• 5 


37 


66 


78, 


81+ 


93 


- 70 


83 


74. 


87 


Twlnbrook 


206 


3 " 


47 


•49 


48 


53 


' 56 


48 


46 


49 


48 






5 


47- 


• 58 


65 


59 


67 


62+ 


72 


60+ 


68 








> 










f 


«k 






V^ers Mill 


772 


3 


41 


58 


65 


61 


70 


58 




59 


67 


# 




5 


41 


62 


72 


70 


83 


, 62 


72 


64 


75 


Washington Grove 


552 


3- 


^ 38 


58 


-65 


69 


82 


62 


72 


62 


72 




• 


5 


38 


58 


65 


. 66 


78 


56r 


61 


60 


68 


Watklns. Hill 


561 


3 


35 


61 


70 


65 


76 


66 


, 78 


* 

65 


76 


J _ -. - 




5 


35 


65 


76 


72 


85 


66 


78 


68 


80 , 


Wayside 


235 


• 3 


47 


71 


84 


76 


89 


78 


91 


77 


90 


• 


5 * 


47 


73 


86 

p 


79 

• 


• 92 

* 


80 


92 


80 


92 



ERIC 



105 



106 



1 



4 i ^ 



* V 





Ti^LE 6 (continued) 

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITlft)INAL RESULTS 
FOR STUDEarrS TESTED IN^THE SAME SCHAWL IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982) 




School 



9choel . ' * # 
Number €r.ade Tested 



Weller Road ^ 



Uestbrook - 



Vestover 



Vheaton Wodds 



Whetstone 




ifoodfield 



Wbo^lin* 



777 



408 



5d4 



7188 



558 



417 



704 



764 



3 * 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 

5 ^ 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



3 
5 



45 
.45 



29 
29 



39 
39 



49 
49 



47 
47 



28 
28 



39 
39 



20 
20 



Total 
Reading 



Percentile 
NCE . Rank 
Mean ^.of * Kean " 



56 
.62 



74 
78 



65 
70 



54 
57 



6T 
72 



77 
82 



71 
73 



59 
67 



61 

72 



* 87 
91 



76 
83 



58 
63 



79 
85 



9ff 
94 



84 
86 



67 
79 



1C7 



Total 



Percentile 
NCE * -Rank 
Mean . of Mean 



55 
64 



76 
76 



75 
79 



61 
61 



72 
74 



75 
80 



78 
86 

64 
76+ 



59 
75 



89 

a9 



88 
92 



70 

fd 



85 
87 



88 

.92 



91 
96 



75 
89 



Total 
Math 



Percentile 
NCE Rank ^ 

Mean of Mean ■ 



54« 

«3' 



74 
7L 



69 
77 



55 
60 



71 

69 > 



79 
85 



75 
83 



58 
67 



58 
73 



87 

84 ' 



82 
90 



59 
68 



84 
82 



• 92 

95 



88 
94 



65 
79 



Total 
Battery 



Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of Mean 



55 
64 



76 
77 



71 
.78 



56 
61 



71 
73 



80 
87 



76 
82 



60 
70 



59 

75 



89 

50 



84 

91 



61 



84 
B6 



92 
96 



89 
94 



68 

83 



ERJC *Student8 who i^t tended Hbodlin in th* 3rd griade went to Mdddside in the 4th grade* but returned to «oo41in 
'hpbmb . 1^ 5th .grade, becmif lfooddld^.m. closed. . ■ ' 'j: f 



TABLE 6 (continued) 



CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS LONGITUDINAL R^IJLTS 
FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN THE SAME SCHOOL GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982) 





Total 
Reading 


Total 
Language 


* 

Total 
Math 


Total . 
Battery 


School # 
School Number Gra^e Tested 


Percentile 
NCE , Rank 
Mean of Meaqr. 


Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Meaa of Mean 


Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of Mean 


Percentile 
f^fiSr- Rank 
Mean of Mean 


Wyngate * 422 3 38 

5 38 

• 


78 ' 91 
78 91 


72 85 
81 93 

f 0 ■ 


71 84 
76 89 


75 - 88 
81 93 



1163g 



Ui 



109 



TABLE 7 

SCWX)LS WITH SUBSTANTIAL LONGITUDINAL 

EACH OF THE LAST FOUR YEARS - FIRST QUARTER 






- School longitudinal trend .was at least 8 NCE points higher than the county trend. 

- School longitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points lower than the county trend. 



No.- Number Tested 
TL - Total Language 
C - Composite 



0680S 



RC 
TR 
TM 
TB 



Readying Coisprehension 
Total Reading 
Total Math < 
Tot^l Battery 



76 



ERIC 



111 



1 



y TABLI;. 7 (Contlnuod) 

SCHOOnS WITH SUBSTANTIAL LONdTTimiNAL TRKNDS IN 
KACH OF THE LAST FOUR YEARS - SECONn QUARTKR 




1979-80* 



1980-81 



1981^82 



1982-81 



School 


No. 


RC 


TL 


TM 


C 


No. 


j RC 


ITL 


TM 


TM 


No. 


RC 






TB 


No. 


TR 




TM 


TB 




73 






























V 










Dol Pre 




m 


















11 














Bradley Hlllfl 


39 


m 


■ 






33 










2b 










23 










Candlewood 


4.5 










70 










56 










39 










Cotmon Rond 










57 










.46 










35 




Chevy CUnsft 












50 










46 










4 1 










Cold Spring 


^1 










65 










.58 






^ 39 ' 










Cqnnectlqut Park 


1,1 










42 










'28 










22 




» V \ N 








69 










71 










65 










56 




■ 






Darne«t own 


55 










48 










~vr 










44 










Falrland 


52 










61 










57 










36 










HlKhlqnd Vl«w 


34 










35 








19 










19 






B 




JacKQon Road 


66 




. ■ 


65 










59 










38 










William T. P^R« 


J12 










35 










21 








38 










Rock Creak Forest 












23 










35 








20 










Rock Creek Valley 


64"' 










56 








^? 






27 


Hi 


Sherwood 


67 










53 


■ 


59 










53 










South Lake 


35 










46 










^3 










32 










Stedwlck 


69 










87 










66 










63 










btonepnte 


4T" 










52 










30 










68 










Strathtnoro " 


28 




















34" 










15 










Travilnh 


38 










43 










40 










37 






Weatover 


58 










58 






m 




37 










39 










Wfietatone ' 


^70 










65 








"50~ 




" — ■•■ 






4 7 












- School longitudinal trend waa at least 8 NCE polntfl higher than the county trend, 

- School longitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points lower than the county trend. 



No.- Number Tested 
TL - Total Language 
C ~ Composite 



0680S 



RC - Reading Comprehens Ion 
TR - Total Reading 
TM " Total Math 
TB - Total Battery 



V 



ERIC 



77 - 



112 



■ / 



TABLE 7 (Continued) 



r 



. SCHOOLS WITH SUBSTASTIAL LCHWITDDIRAL TRENDS IN 
EACH oy THE LAST POOR YEARS - THIRD QOARTER 





School longitudinal trend was at least 8 »CE points higher than the county txend. 
School longitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points lower than the county trfend. 



No.- Nuaber Tedted 
TL - Total Language 
C - Co^oaite 



RC - Reading Coiaprehenslon 
TR - Total Reading 
TM - Total Math 
TB - Total* Battery 



0680S 



\ 



JI3 



TABLE 7 (Continued) 
>^ OF THE LAST FOUR TEARS - RHJKTH QUARTER 





School longitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points higher than the county trend. 
School longitudinal trend was at least 8 NCE points lover than the county trend. 



No.- Nuaber Tested 
TL - Total Language 
C - Composite 



RC - Reading Coiq»rehenslan 
TR - Total Reading 
TM - Total Math 
TB - Total Battery 



0680S 



79 



TABLE 8 

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEM^ TESTS RESULTS FOR STDDQITS TESTED IN PAIRED SCHOOLS IN 

GRADE 3 (1980) AND GRADE 5 (1982) 



t 

School " Ntjmber 
School ^ No. Grade . Tested 


TOTAL READING * 


TOTAL LANGUAGE 


TOTAL HATS 


TOTAL BATTERY 


Percentile 
Rank 
NCE of 
MEAN MEAN 


^Percent 11% 
Rank' 
NCE , of 
MEAN , ' MEA6 


Percentile 
Rank 
NCE of 
MEAN MEAN 


Percentile 
Rank 
NCE of 
MEAN MEAN 


East Silver Spring » 756 3 16 
Plney Branch 749 5 - . 16 

Takoma Paijk 754 ^ 3 55 . 
Plney Branch ' 749 5 55 

.. — 


63 73 

66 78 

62, 72 

67 79 


73 86 
71 .84 

63 73 
67 79 


,59 67 
64 75 

/ • 

64 75 
68 80 


— , ' ' r 

63 73 

67 79 

63 ' 73 

68 80 



0670S 



116 



115 



erJc 



r 



TABLE 9 



CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMEMT TESTS 'RESULTS FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN GRADE 3 (1980) and GRADE 5 (1982) 

IN SC1K)0LS THAT RAVE BEEN CONSOLIDATED 



4 

School * 


School 
. No 


CrAde 

due 


Number 


TOTAL 


READING 


TOTAL LANGUAGE 


TOTAL t^TH 


- — c 

TOTAL BATTERY 


• 

NCE 
MRAN 


« ITU tSU b X Xc 

Rank 
of 


NCE 
MEAN 


Percentile 
Rank 

of 
MEAN 


NCE 
MEAN 


Ferdentlle 
Rank 

Of 
MEAN 


NCE 
MEAN 


Percentile 
] Rank 

/ Of 

MEAN 


Hungerford P^rk 


2i4 


3 • 


31 


• 

58 


65 


62 


' 72 


-67 


79 


63* 


73 


Beall - 


207 


5 


31 






70 


83. 


64 


75 


63 


73 


'Four Corners ; 


763 


3 


id 


43 


37 




44 - 


55 


59 


47 


44 


Forest Knolls 


803 






HO 


HO 


) 51 


52 


51 


52 


50 


50 


Saddl^brook 


821 




. 17 


61 


V 

70 


68 


80 


80 


92 


72 . 


85 


Glenallan ■> 


' 817 

ox/ 




17 


72 
* 




82 


94 


80 




81 


93 


UVrc'ola 


790 


3 


10 


62 , 


72 


59 


67 


54 


58 


57 


63 


Kemo iUll 

0 


805 




in 




''70 


72 


85 


66 


78 


70 


.83 


•4 

Lone Oak 


2p5 


3 


20 




70 


68 


80 


54 


^ 58 


59 


• 67 • 


Mei^dov Hall 


212 


5 


20 


oo 


oo 


62 


72 


67 


79 i 


64 


75 ■ 


.Four Comers 


'763 ' 


3 


11 


62 


.72 


65 




72 




A7 
O / 




Oak Vlev 


7S6 






0*fr 




'63 


73 


63 


*73 


: 64 


75 


Forest Gtovh 


. 768. 


3 


19 


56 : 








63 


73 


62 


• 

•72 


Oakland ^Tjprrace 


769 . 


5 


. 19 


58 


65 


64 


75 
* 


57 


63 " 


60 


68 


> 

Pleasai^ ,View 


765 


» 

3 , 


24 


57 


63 


70 


83 


61 


70 


62 


72 ' 


Rock Cr\ek Pall^ides 

* 

t * 




5 


v24 


64 


75 


60 


68 


58 


65 


. 61 


70 


Brooksont , 


414. 


3 


'23 


74 


87 


74 


87 


80 


92 


79-: 


92 


Hood Acre^, 

< 

■ <W . . - ■ 


417 . 


5 


23 


77 


90 


76 


89 ^ 


80 


92 


81 


93 



0670S 

^ ' 118 

o/ ■ •.■ 117 



r 

« 

Nonlongttudlnal Trends 

Trends of scores between groups of students tested in a school only once^ 
(Grdde 3 err Grade 5) are reported in Table 10. These nonlongitudlnal data are" 
analyzed in a way similar to the school longitudinal data« The county trend 
for students tested in a school only once (shown in Table 5) is usedi^ as a 
baseline against \^ich to evaluate tlie magnitude of the school trend. Any 
school with a trend substantially above (+) or below (-) the county trend is 
probably an indication of a population shift in the school. If either group 
in a school has f.ewer than 10 students » no results are reported for that 
school. ^ ^ 

Part of the nonlongitudlnal groups are students In consolidated schools lAose 
third grade school is closed. These students are also included in Table 9 
which 8ho%rs results for thwi alone, not mixed with other^new fifth graders, as 
is done in 'these nonlongitudlnal tables. ^ ^ 

Table 11 cpntains a siuamary of four years of^school nonlongitudlnal analysis. 
This table has the same format as Table 7. Schools are grouped into quarters 
according to their 1982-83 group Grade 3 nonlongitudlnal score. If the school 
did not have any 1982-83 data, it was placed in the same quarter as last 
year. No data are presented for a school in a year if there were fewer than. 
10 students in the third and /or fifth grade group. 




TABLE 10 



CAtlFORHIA ACfilEmfENT 
k SCHOOL 



TESTS N(mX»l6ITUDIllAL RESULTS STUDENTS TESTS) IN 
ONLY IN GRADE 3 (1980) OR GRADE 5 (1982)- 



Total 
Reading 



Total 
Languag e 



Total 
Math 




Tbtal 
Battery 



School 



School 
Number 6ra4)e 



Ashburton 
Lucy Bams ley 
Beall 
Belr Pre 



Bethesda 
Bradley Hills 
Broad AcrSS^ 
firookhave*^^ 
Brovn Station 
Bunding Tree 



425 


3 


1, 

.■4^4 




^5 


i<7 K 


505 


3- . 


*• 

15 




5 . 


19 


207 


3 


16 




5 


70 


780 


'3 


' 15 




D 


, • £.0 


401 


3 


14 




5 


30 


410 


3* 


14 




5 


14 


304 


3 

5 - 




^07 


3 


Vi6 




5 


; ..13; 


559 


3 


. 39 


• 


. «5 


43 


419 


. 3 


12 




5 


34 



-Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of Mean 



61, 
54-' 

60 
66 

33 
53+ 

42 
63+ 

,63 
62 

62 
65 

43 
46 

57 
68+ 



0 
57 

ai 



70 
58 

68* 
78 

21 
56 

35 
73 

73 
72 

72 
7,6 

37 
42 

63 
80 

50 
63 

8^6 
93 



Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of Mean 



Pareenti 
NCE Rank' 
Mean of tean^ 



60 
53- 

38 
73+ 

36 
63+ 

50 
75+ 

70 
63- 

67 
73 

47 
55 



58 
71+ 

53 
61 

83 
82 



56 

28 
86 

25 
73 

50 
88 

83 
73 

79 
86 

44 
59 

65 
84 

56 
70 

94 
94 



58 
61 

59 
75+ 

34 
61+ 

50 
72+ 

66 
60- 

65 
67 

47 
58 



56, 
68+ 



50 
60 

81 
86 



65 
70 

67 
88 

22 
70 

50 
85 

78 
68 

76 
79 

44 
65 



61 
80 

50 
68 

93 
96 





Percentile 


NCE 


Rank 


Mean 


of Ifean 




f 


57 


63 


56 


61 * 


39 


30 


73+ 


86 


31 


18 


59+ 


67 


46 


42 


71+ 


84 


67 


79 


62- 


72 


64 


75 


68 


. 80 




41 


52 


54 


56 


61 


71+ 


84 - 


50 


50 



60 

80 
87 



68 

92 
96 



120 



121 



■ •' . ■ TABLE 10 (continued) 

' ■ * * 

C4LIF0SNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS N0ifU»l6lTnDI|iAL RESULTS FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN 
A SCBOOL ONLT IN GRADE 3 (1980) OR GIU^E 5 (1982) 





Total 
Reading 


II III 

Total 
Language 


Total- 
Math 


, Total 
Battery 


School 


School 

Number Grade 


# 

Tested 


NCE 
Meain 


rercentlie 
Rank 
of Mean 


NCE 
Mean 


Percentile 

Rank 
of Mean 


NCE 
Mean 


rercentlie 
Rank 
of Ifean 


NCE 
Mean 


Percentile 
Rank 
of Mean 


Candlevood 


508 


3 


23 


53 


56 


58 




65 


60 




68 


57 




63 






5 


29 


55 


59 


59 




67 


56- 




61 






63 


Carderock Springs 


604 


3 


13 


69 


82 


11 




3 


88 




96 


13 




4 




5 •- 


42 


65 


76 


78+ 




91 


70- 




"83 


71+ 




84 


Cashell 


511 


3 


19 


59 


67 


59 




67 


58 




65 


59 




67 






5 


23 


64 


75 


70+ 




83 


65 




76 


67 


• 


79 


Chevy Chase 


403 


3 


29 


52 


54 


55 




59 


63 




73 


58„ 




65 




5 


• 31 


68'^ 


80 


70+ 




83 


^9 




82 


70+ , 




83 


College Gardens 


229 


3 


18, 


62 


72 , • 


64 




75 


.64 




75 


64 




75 




5 


18 

m 


64 


75 


69 




82 


67 




79 


66 




78 

1 


Cbnnectico^ Park 


779 


3 


12 


66 


78 


80 




92 


58 




65 


65 




76 




5 


10 ' 


59^ 


67 


61> 




70 


65 




76 


62 


I 


72 


Damascus 


702 


3 


20 


53 


56 


65 




76 


56 




61 


56 




61 






5 


15 


65+ 


'76 


71. 




84 


68+ 




80 ■* 


71+ 


^ I- 


84 


DlaaKmd 


570 


3 


16 


61 


70 


65 




76^ 


59 




67 


59 




67 






5 


23 


62 


72 


57- 




63 


60 




68 


60 




6a;-:- 


Dufief 


241 


• 3 


23 


61 


70 , 


58 




65 


63^ 




73 


63 




n 






5 


16 


63 


73 

f 


66 




78 


60 




68 


65 




76 


Fairland 


303 


3 


16 


55 


59 


58 




65 


56 




61 


56 




61 






5 


28 


5» 


67 , 


60 




68 


56; 




61 


59 




67 

9 



TABLE 10 (continued) 

CALIFORNIA ACHIEVQfENT TESTS N(»IL(aK;iTUDniAL RESULTS FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN 
A SCHOiH. ONLY IN GRADE 3 (1980) OR GRADE 5 (1982) 



4 


Total 
Reading 


Total 
. Language 


Total 
Math 


Total 
* Batter? 


School 


School 
Number Grade 


# 

Tested 


Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of Mean 


1 

NCE 
MeJh 


Percentile 
of Mecm 


Keen 


Percentile 

Kavk 
lof iKan 


Mean 


Percentile 
KaiiK 
of Mean 


Fall^iead 


233 


3 


10 


70 


83 


7S 


Aft 


7A 


i 






on 

TV 






5 


12 


59- 


* 67 


75 


88 


69- 




82 


6B- 


80 


Fields Road 




3 


20 


45 


41 ^ 


56 


61 






HO 


AA 


A7 






5 


18 


58+ 


65 


63 


73 


64+ 




75 


62+ 


72 


^oresc Kneels 


803 


3 


11 


44 


39 


52 


















5 


21 


t 54 


58 


58 


65 






63 


54+ 


61 


Fox Chapel 


106 


3 


20 


54 


58 


65 


*• 










03 


• 




5 


33 


60 


68 


65 


76 

* 


65 




76 


64 


75 


Galtheraburg 


553 


3 


46 


55 


59 


51 


52 






59 


SA 








5 


25 ' 


58 


65 


60 


68 " 


68 




65 


60 


• 68 > 


Garrett Park 


204 


3 


12 


57 


63^ 


55 


59 


54 




58 . 


55 


59 






5 


18 


62 


72 


67+ 


79 


63 




73. 


64 


75 


Georgian Forest 


78^ 


3 


15 


48 


46 


54 


58 


59 




67 


54 


58 






5 


21 


59+ 


67 


60 


68 


62 




72 


61 


70 


Geraantown 


102, 


3 


22 


60 


68 


66 


78 


61 




70 


61 


70 






5 


21 


49- 


48 


53- 


56 


54- 




58 


52- 


54 


Glen Haven 


767 


3 


33 


• 51 


52 


'54 


58 


53 




56 


52 


54 






5 


32 


56 


61 


57 


/ 63 


53 




56 


55- 


59 


Glenallan 


817 


3 


18 


49 


48 


56, 


61 


54 




58 


► 

52 


54 






5 


4^ 


62+ 


72 

- 


74+ 


87 


72+ 




85 


71+ 


84 




J- ■ 



or 



\ 



TABLE lO^^ontinued) 



CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMSTT TESTS 
A SCSOCfL OHLY IH 




[6ITDDINAL RESULTS FOR STDDEMTS TESTS) 
3 (1980) OR GRADE 5 (1982) 









« 




Total 


Total 


Total ' ' 


Total 












Reading 


Language. 


Math < 


Battery 














Percentile 




'Per^entlle 




Percentile 




Percentile 




School. 




# 


NCE 


Rank 




Rank 


NCE 


Sank 


NCE 


Rank 


School 


Number 


Grade 


Tested 


Mean of Mean 


Mean 


o£ Mean 


Mean 


of Mean 


Mean 


of 


Mean 


Greenvood 


512 


3 


19 




75 


72 


85 


60 


68 


64 




75 






5 


15 


61 


70 


77 


90 


69 


82 


70 




83 


Hai^ny *Hill8 


797 


3 • 


23 




24 


48 


46 


42 


35 


36 




25 






5 


' 19 




50 


56 


61 


56+ 


V 


54+ 




58 


Highland 


774 


3 


25 


50 


50 


52 

J Mm 


54 


44 


39 


47 




44 




5 


26 


50 


50 


52 


54 


52 


54 


51 




52 


Highly View 


784 


3 


11 


53 


56 


54 


58 


33 


56 


52 


• 


54 




5 


45 


47- 




47- 


44 


46- 


42 


46- 




42 


Jackson Road 


305 


3 


16 


58 


65 


62 


72 


56 


61 


58 




65 






5 


24 




76 


64 


^ 75 


66 


78 


66 




78 


Kenslngton-Parkwood 783 


3 


20 


50 


50 


52 


54 


52 


54 ' 


51 




52 






5 


27 


62+ 


72 


64-t- 


75 


66+ 


78 


65+ 




76 


Lake Normandy 


231 


3 


12 


76 


89 


74 


87 


78 


91 


80 




92 




5 


12 


71- 


84 


80 


92 


68- 


80 


74- 




87 


Laytonaville 


051 


3 


26 


61 




64 


' 75 


56 


61 


60 




68 > 




5 


18 


59 




64 


75 


63 


-73 


63 




73 


Naryyale 


210 


3 


' li 


35 


24 


37 


27 


41 


.33 


37 




27 




5 


14 ' 


36 


25 


43 


37 


48 


46 


42 




35 


Meadow HAlt 


212 


3 


23 


62 


72 


65 


76 


62 


72 


63 




73 






5 


29 


59 


67 . 


59- 


67 

V. 


65 


76 


62 




72 



00 

as 



127 



V 



TABLE 10 (continued) 



CALIPOBMIA ACHIEVEMEHT TKSTS HOULOHGITUDIIIAL RESULTS FOR STDDEHTS TESTED IN 
A SCHOOL ONLY IN GRADE 3 (1980) OR GRADE 5 (1982) 



School 



School 

Number Grade 



# 

Tested 



Total 
Reading 



NCE 
Hean 



Percentile 
Rank 
of Ifean 



Total 
Lanyiage 



NCE 
Mean 



Percetftlle 
Rank 
of Mean 



Total 
Math 



Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of Mean 



Total 
Battery 



Percentile 
NCE Runk 
Mean of Mean 



Mill Creek Towne 
y^ak View 

Oakland* Terrace 
Olney * . 
Pine Crest . 
Poolesvllle 
Potomac 



00 




556 
766 
769 
502 
761 
153 
601 

r 

Ritchie Park 227 

&ock Creek Forest - 773 

Rock Creek Valley 819 



ERIC 



128. 



3 
5 

3 
5 

3 
5 

3 
5 

3 
5 

3 
5 

3 
5 

'3 
5 

3 
5 

3 
5 



19 
31 

15 

23 

15 
37 

15 
10 

20 
19 

20 
13 

18 
23 

11 
16 

14 

15 

11 
20 



61 
50- 

47 
57 



58 
57 

58 

57 

54 
48> 

56 
57 

74 
71 

69 
67 

53 
64+. 

58 
61 



70 

5f^ 

44 

63 

65 
63 

65 

63 



58 
46 

6i 
63 

87 

84 

82 

79 . 

56 

75 

65 
70 



52 
50 

52 
57 

59 
62 

65 
66 

58 
54- 

5.7 
5^ 

74 
77 

76 
72- 

64 
67 

58 
74+ 



54 
50 

54 

63 

67 
72 

76 
78 

65 
56 

63 
58 

87 

90 

89 
85 

75 
79 

65 
87 



52 
47- 

48 

55 

57 
55 

65 
57-" 

52 
55 

55 
49- 

82 
68- 

78 
73- 

67 
58- 

65* 
66 



54 
44 

46 
59 

63 
59 

76 
63 

54' 
59 

59 
48 

94 
80 

91 
86 

79 
65 

76 
78 



53 
49- 

48 
57 

56 
57 

65 
63 

54 

52 
53 

80 

73- ' 

78 
73- 

62 
62 

61 
67 



56 
48 

46 
63 

61 
63 

76 
73 



56 



54 

56 

92 
86 

91 
86 

72 
72 

70 
79 



129 



TABLE 10 (continued) 



CALIFOSHIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS N<81L(»61T0DZ1IAL RESULTS FC« STUDENTS TESTED IN 
L SCaOGL miY IN GRADE 3 (1980) OR GRADE 5 (1982) 





Total 
Reading 


Total 
Language 


Total 
Math 


Total 
Battery 


School 


School 
Nifflber 


Grade 


Tested 


Percentile 
NCE Rank 
Mean of Mean 


NCE 
Mean 


Percentile 
Rank 
of Mean 


NCE 
Mean 


Percentile 
Rank 
of Itean 


NCE 
Mean 


Percflutile 
' Rank 
of Mean 


Rock View 


795 


3 


16 


58 


65 


56 


61 


58 




65 


58 


65 






5 


36 


59 


67 


59 


67 


57 




63 


59 


67 


Rocking Horse 


785 


3 


• 

18 


58 


65 


65 


76 


52 




54 


57 


63 






5 • 


11 


^ 56- 


50 


53- 


56 


60 




68 


55 


59 


Rolling Terrace 


(77. 


3 


15 


54 


58 


60 




59 




67 


57 


63 






5^ 


25 


38- 


28 


49- 


48 


52- 




54 


47- 


44 


Ro8eBK>nt 


555 


3 


13 


38 


28 


43 


37 


41 




33 


32 


40 






5 


12 


64+ 


75 


64+ 


75 


63+ 




73 


63+ 


73 


South Lake 


564 


3 


29 


- 57 * 


63 


56 


61 


63 




^3 


60 


68 






5 


39 


59 


67 * 


60 ^ 


68 


57- 




63 


59 


67 


Stedwlck 


568 


3 




58 


65 


59 


67 


57 




63 


59 


67 










63 


73 


68 


80 


66 




78 


66 


78 


Stonegate 


316 


: ( 




64 


75 


66 


7«L 


57 




63 


63 


73 










67 


79 


73 


86 


72+ 




85 


71 


84 


Strathmore. 


822 


3 


23 


57 


63 


61 


70 


61 




v70 


61 


70 




5 




55 


. • 59 


56- 


61 


47- 




44 


53- 


56 


Sumlt Ball 


563 


3 


17 1 


49 


48 


59 


67 


52 




54 


51 


52 






5 


14 


51 


52 


52- 


• 54 


58 




65 


54 


58 


Tiflnbraok 




3 


29 


• 50 


, 50 


49 


48 


40 




32 


45 


41 






5- 


35 




61 


65+ 


76 


62+ 




72 


61+ 


70 

f ' ' . ■ 



131 




erJc 



TABLE 



SOiOOLS WITH SDBSTAKTIAL NOHLOirCITimitiAL TRENDS IN 
EACH OF TH^ LAST WOOR TEARS - FIRST QUARTER 





- School wmlongltudlnal trend was at least 8 HCE poljits hl^er than the county trend 

- School ntmlongltudlnal trend was at least 8 HCE points lower than the county trend 



Mo.- Rtmber Tested, Grade S/Crade 5 
TL <• Total Language 
C o Co^Misite 



RC " Reding Cosqirehension 
TR - Total Reading 
TM - Total Math 
TB - Total Battery 



0680S 



90 



TABU il (Continued) 



"SCHOOLS irtTH SlDBSTAHIIAt IKaiU»GITUDIIIAL TRBSIDS JS 

mm or the last fodr tears - SEcaro <9iartkr . 





- Scliool nonlongltt^inal trend ims at least 8 MCK points higher than the ccmnty trend 
School nonlongltudlnal trend was at least 8 HCB ^Ints lower than the county treiul 



Hp.- ifnaber Tested. Grade 3/6rftde S 
TL - Total Language 
C - Contposlte 



RC - Reading Coaprehenslcm 
TR - Total Reading 
TM - Total Math 
TB - Total Battery 



0680S 



91 



135 



erIc 



TABtE 11 (Continued) 



SCHOOLS WITH SDBSTA8TIAL MOHLOiKSItUDINAL TRENDS IN 
EACH OF THE LAST POTR TEARS - THIRD (RASTER 




1979-80 



School 



Brookhaven 



^ Cannon Road 



^Codar Grove 



Oa&Ascns 



Falrland 



GaltlicrgborR 



jSarrett Park 



Forast 
fclen Haven 



Ho. 



19/12 



nzii 
24/r 



17/26 



HlBhlaad View ^ 

Kenslogton-Partaiood 



mm 



Lake«N>od 



Mill Cr»ek Tovne 



Oakland Terrace 



Pine Crest 



Poolesville 



"Seven Locks 



Snwait Hell 



Watkina Mill 



f^tstone 



Wood Acres 



Woodfleld 



Wn 



Km 

35/2? 



iizn 

25722 



34M0 



14/29 
18/21 




- Scbool noBlongltudiiial trend was at least 8 WIE points higher than the 

- School nonlongitwUnal trend was at leaat 8 HCK points lower than the ccnmty trend 



No.- Husber Tested, Grade 3/Grade 5 
TL - Total Language 
C - Cofl^site 



RC — Reading Coaprehenslon 
TR Total Reiding 
TM - Total Math 
TB - Total Battery 



0680S 



92 



ERIC 



136 



TABLE 11 (ConClnoed) 

8CS00LS VITH SUKTAHTIAL NmOSGITODIMAL TREHDS IN 
EACH OF THE LAST fOOtL TSARS - FOUKTH QOAKTER 





- SctH^l nonlongltudtnal trend wms at least 

- School nonlongitudinel trend vas at least 



Ho.- Number Tested » Grade 3/Grade 5 
TL - Total Lraguage 
C - (kmposlte 



0680S 



RC 
TR 
TM 
TB 



8 NCE points higher tljan trie coitnty trend. 
8 NCE i^lnta Icwer than the county trend, ^ 

Reading Ccmprehension 
Total Reading 
Total Math 
Total Battery 



93 



r ^ ^ 



137 



■ . ■ !^ , « 

Percentage of Studcnta Teated 

As Indicated in the section dealing with countywlde racial/ethnic group 
results* eon» students can he exeapted froB testing if the testing would 
result in Invalid scores. In that section the BSOL exapption criteria i»er* 
cited. Another group that can he exenpted are handicapped students receiving 
or recoBBwnded to receive special education services. If a school has a large 
group of students lAo qualify for exertion, the school deta report^d^n 
previous sections «ay not present a totally accurate picture of the overall 
achidveiMnt level In the school . 

Tahle 12 presents infomation that can he used to determine the extent of 
exenptions In each school. Shoim in that table are the official Septeaber 30 
enrollment, the nua^r of students who took all subtests and the perceiitage of 
the official enrollment who took all subtests. 

SA few precautions should, be kept in mind when reviewing these data. The 
enrollment figures were COTputed about 3 i^eks before testing began. Thus, it 
may not represent the exact enrollment at the time of testing.* This is why 
some schools have «»re than 100 percent tested. This difference in dates 
could also mean that schools which are shown with slightly less than 100 
percent tested, did test all students who were in school at testing tl«e. , Also 
note that to be counted as taking the'' test a student had to take all 
subtests. In a few cases students took some subtests but were unable to 
complete the entire battery. Schools where this represented at lea^t 10 
percent of the students were Jjtsm^ Mill in Grade 3, Harmony Hills in Grade 5, 
and Hheaton and Seneca Valley in Grade 11. 
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TABLE 12 

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS WHO TOOK THE 
ENTIRE CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS, FALL 1982'* 

BY SCHOOL 



Grad« 3 



' M- ,^ X ij mm 




i 








Number Taking 


Percentage of 


r 




Bntlr* Test 


9/30/83 Enrollment 




S«pt«mber 30, 1982 


Between 10/18/83 


Taking 


School 


Enrollment 


and 11/19/83 


Entire Test 


Aahburton 


56 


39 


70* 


Bannockburn 




45 


94 


Barnsley 


61 


58 


95 


Denll 


88 


84 


95 


Bells Mill 


30 


30 


100 


Belmont 


A5 


44 


98 


Bel Pre 


46 


44 


96 


BethoRda 


6A 


58 


91 


Beverly Farms 


59 


60 


lOl 


Bradley ^lllo 


47 


46 


98 


Broad Acres 


36 


34 




Brookhai/en 


34 


34 


100 


Brown Station 


82 


83 


101 


Burning Tree 


49 


43 


88 


Bur tonsvllle 


19 


17 


89 


Candlewood 


47 


47 


100 


> 

Cannon Road 


50 


48 


96 


Carderock Springs 


26 


25 


96 


Cashell 


52 


' 51 


98 


Cedar Grove 


39 


39 


100 


Chevy Chase 


77 


70 


91 


Clarksburg 


48 


48 


100 


Cleverly 


50 


48 


96 


Cold Spring 


47 


47 


100 


College Gardens 


52 


49 


94 


Connecticut Park 


28 


26 


93 


Cresthaven 


49 


46 


94 


Damascus 


58 


56 


97 ^ 


Darnestown 


49 


50 


102 


Diamond 


79' 


h 


97 


DuFlef 


70 


70 


100 


E. Silver Spring 


55 


56 


102 


Falrland 


67 


66 


99 


Fallsmead 


45 


41 


91 


Farmland 


77 


67 


87 


Fields Road 


56 


50 


89 


Flower Valley 


45 


46 * 


102 


Forest Knolls 


33 


30 


91 


Fox Chapel 


84 


81 


96 






/ 




^School has large ESOL 


an3f?or speciaj education 


/ 

population In Grade 3. 




95 
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f TABLE 12 (continued) 

ITOMBER AMD PE&CE8TAGB OF STUDERTS 14H0 tOOK THE 
EirriRE CALIFORNIA ACHIEVEMENT TKTS, FALL 1982 

BT SCHOOL 

Grade 3 ' 



Number Taking Percentage of- 
Entire Test 9/30/83 Enrollnent 
Septem1»er 30, 1982 Between 10/18/83 Taking 



School ) 


Enrollment 


and 11/19/83 


Entire Test 


' ' ' T 

Caithersburg 


64 


62 


97 


Galvay 


37 


37 


100 


Garrett Park 


50 


,41 


82 


Georgetom Hill 


40 


36 


h90 


Georgian Forest 


37 


32 


86 


Germantovn 


72 


71 


1 99 


Glen Ifaven 


41 


40 


'98 


Glenallan 


50 


49 


- 98 


Greenwood 


98 


. 96 


98 


Harmony Hills 


48 


46 


96 - 


Highland 


61 


60 


98 


Highland View 


: 48 


42 


88 ' 


Jtckson Road 


f 50 


47 


94 


Kemp Mill 


1 63 


53 


84* 


Kenslngton^Farkwood 


^ 38 


36 


. 95 


Lake Normandy « 


38 


36 


95 


Lakewood 


46 


44 


96 


Laytonsvlll6 


68 


67 


99 


Luxnanor 


■•■46-. - 


^5 " " — 


98 


Maryvale 


^ 30 


28 


93 


Meadov Hall 


^51 


47 


92 


Mill Creek Tome 


91 


88 


97 


Monocacy 


21 


21 


100 


Nev Haapshlre Estates 


37 


33 


89 


Oak Vlev 


58 


52' 


90 


Oakland Terrace 


67 


66 


99 


vO^ney 


53 


52 


• 98 


Vllllaa T. Page 


63 


61 


97 


Pine Greet 


66 


55 


83* 


Pooleavllle 


95 


95 


100 


Potomac A 


39 


35 


90 


Ritchie Park 


76 


74 


97 


Rock Cre^ For^t 


43 


43 


100 


Rock Creek Valleyt. 


33 


33 


100 


Rock Vlev 


58 


56 


97 


Rocking Horse Rd 


25 : 


24 


96 ^ 


Rowing Terrace 


5d 


51 * 


88 


Ros^aary Hills 


59 


47 


80* 



*School has large ESOL and/or special education population In Grade 3. . At 
KoBp Mill 14 percent more of tke students took part ot the test • ^ 
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TABLE 12 (continued) 



mmBER ASD PERCENTAGE OF STUDENTS WHO TOOK TEE 
OTIRE CiULIFOBNIA ACHIEVEMENT TESTS, FALL 1982 

BY SCHOOL 

Grade 3 



September 30, 1982 



Ntoiber Tailing 

Entire Test 
Between 10/18/83 



Percenuge ^ « 
9/30/83 Qtrollment 
Taf Ing 



School 




Bnrollaent 


and U/19/83 


Entire Tei 


Roaeront 




36 


32 


89 


Seven Lpcka i 




23 


20 


87 


Sherwood 




49* 


49 


100 


Somerset 




31 


30 


97 


South Lake 




n 


72 


101 


Stedwlck 




93 


92 


99 


Stonegate 




41 


41 


100 


Strathmore 




33 


35 


106 


Sumalt Hall 




' 47 


47 


100 


Takoma Park 




98 


9A 


96 


Travllah 




54 


53 


98 


Twlnbrook 




102 


101 


99 


Viers Mill 




46 


46 


100 


Washington Grove 




81 


72 




Uatklns Mill 
Wayside 




62 
5i 


57 
52 


100 


Weller Road 




67 


64 


96 


Westbrook 




38 


36 


95 


Westoyer 


t 


48 


42 


88 


Mieaton ¥oods 




54 


50 


93 


Whetstone 




^2 


81 


99 


Wood Acres 




65 


59 


91 


Wbbdfleld 




54 


53 


98 


Woodlin 




50 


35 


70* 


Wyngate 




87 


81 


93 




♦School has large ESOL- and/or sp^lal education population in Grade 3. 
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4^ ^TABtE 12 (coQtinnedX . 

NUMBER $^fmXStAGE OF STODEMTS flHO TOOK THE 
ENTIRE CALIFORNIA ACRZEVQfSiT TESTS, FALL 1982 

. BT SCHOOL 

^ Grade 5 



Noaber Taking 
Entlte Test 



Percentage of 
9/30/83 finroilaent 
Taking ^' 



School 



Enrollaent 


and 11/19/83 


Entire Test 


68 


58 


85 


48 


4$ 


94 


78 


75 


• - 96 


92 


91 


99 


37 


34 


92 


39 


38 


97 


63 


61 


97 


54 


51 


94 


42 


41 


98 


47 


37 


79 


50 


44 


88, 


63 


60 


95 


101 


99 


98 


86 


82 


95 


31 


29 


94 


. . 71 


68 


96 


42 


43 


102 


37 


36 


97 


75 


75 


100 


35 


34 


97 


82 


73 


89 


57- 


.52 


91 


61 


62 


102 


50 


47 


94 


73 


68 


93 


31 


32 


103 


• 55 


51 


93 


71 


71 


100 


69 


68 


99 


96 




99 


71 




103 


62 


64 


103 


. 48 


49 


102 


74 


66 


89 


58 


48 


83 


56 


59 


105 


41 


39 


95 


81 


83 


102 



Aahburton 
^Baiuiockbum 
Barnsley 
Beall 

Bells Mill 
Beli^nt 
Bel Pre 
Bettiesda 
Beverly Farms 
Bradley Bills 
Broad Acres 
Brpokhaven 
Brown Station 
Burning Tree 
Burtonsvllle 
Ca^letiood 
Cannon Koad 
Carderock Springs 
Cashell 
Cedar -Grove 
Chevy Chase 
Clarksburg 
Clovcrly 
Cold Spring 
College Gardens 
Connecticut Park 
Cresthaven 
Bamascus 
Dames town 
Diamond 
DuFlef 
Fairland 
Fallsmsad 
Farmland 
Fields Road 
Flower Valley 
Forest foolls 
Fox Chapel 



98 



142 



TABLE 12 (continued) 

NOHBES AMD PEBCENTAGE OF STUPEHTS MHO TOOK THE r 
EfrriRE CALIFOBHU ACHIEVEMEHT TESTS , FALL 1982 

BT SCHOOL 

Grade 5 







Muabec Taking 


Percentage of 




■ 


Entire Test 


9/30/83'Baroll»ent 




September 30, 1982 


Between 10/18/83 


Taking 


School . 


Enrollment 


and 11/19/83 


Entire Test 


Gaithersburg 


70 


65 


93 


Galway 


3S- 


35 


92 


Garrett Park 


45 


45 


100 


Georgetowi Hill 


54 


52 


96 


Georgian Forest 


52 


49 


94 


Germantowa 


64 


64 


100 


Glen Haven ^ 


/ 6^ . 


62 


%1 »■ 


Glenallan 


74 


69 


93 


GreentPood jf 


82 


82* 


100 


Harrony Hills. 


52 


38 


73** 


Highland 


72 


69 


96 


Highland View 


66 


„ 64. . . 


' - 97 


Jackson Road 


' -71 ' . ■ 


62 


87 


Kesip Mill 


n 


65 


90 


Kensington~Parkvood 


50 


49 


98 


Lake Nomandy 


58 


57 


98 


Lakewood 


42. 


41 


98 


Laytonsville 


74 


73 


0 99 


Luxaanor 


47 


46 


98 


Maryvale 


48 


45 


94 


Meadoir Hall 


52 


47 


90 


Mill Creek Tbwne 


104 


105 


101 


fifonocacy 


30 


32 


107 


Oak Viev 


43 


35 


81 


Oakland Terrace 


81 


80 


99 


Olney 


52 


• 51 


Willlaa T. Page 


55 


53 




Pine Crest 


56 


48 




Piney Branch 


142 


132 


93 ^ 


Poolesville 


74 


72 


« 97 


Potonac 


73 


70 


96 


^Ritchie Park 


80 


79 


99 


Rock Creek Forest 


36 


35 


97 


Rock Creek Valley 


47 


47 


100 


Rock View 


81 


65 


80 



*Ten of these students were not included in the results for Greenwood because 
their answer sheets were -lost. • They were later retested using the other form 
of the test. Since they took a different test forts at a dCfferent time of the 
year, their scores could not be included. 

**Another 15 ]>ercent took part of the test. 

■ . 99 
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TABUS 12 (continued) 



HCHBER AM) PERCOTTACE OF STODHITS WHO TOOK THE 
BBTIRE CALIPORSU A^SIETBIfflHT TESTS, PALL 1982 

BY SCHOOL 

Grade 5 ( 



Kuaber Taking 
Kitire Test 



Percentage of 
9/30/83 &irollAent 



School 



:eaiber 30, 1982 


Between liJ/lB/oJ 




Enrolliaeiit 


and 11/19/83 


Vtm t 1 111 j»e> 


36 


%■ 

37 




44 


37 




65 


59 ^ 


Q1 


30 


Z7 


on 


Jo 


Jw 


95 


62 


62 




'^S 


41 


0 1 


74 


72 f 


07 


88 


84 


OK 


43 


45 




35 


30 




50 


46 


92 


46 


43 


93 


88 


82 


93 


52 


47 


90 J, 


63 


61 


97 


55 


56 


102 


57 


56 


98 


76 


69 


91 


3A, 




97 


57 


55 * 


96 


72 


66 


92 


82 


76 


^3 


78 


72 


92 


60 


63 


105 


46 


32 


70* 


67 


V62 , 


93 



1to€klii|( Horse Rd 

Rolling Terrace 
' Rosemary Hills 

Rosewmt 
^ Seven Locks 
^Shenrood 

Sonerset 

South Lake 

Stedvlck 

Stonegate 

Strathmore 

Suis&it Hall 

Travllah 

Tvlnbrook 

Vlers Mill 

Washington Grove 

Watklns Mill 

tfayslde 

Weller Road 

Westbrook 

Westover 

Wheaton Woc^s 

Wietstone 
^ Wood Acres 

Wbodfield 

Woodlin 

Wjmgate 



*School has a large ESOL and special education prograa in Grade 5. 
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TABLE 12 (conClfKoed) 



RUMBSa AMD mClSSTMiE OF STlIDBrFS VHO TOOK THE 
ENTIRE CALIFCKtHIA ACHIEVEMSIT TESTS, FALL 1982 

BY SCHOOL 

Grade 8 



September 30. 1982 



Ntmber Taking 
Entire Test. 
Between 10/18/83 



Percentage of 
9/30/83 Earollnent 



• pcnoox 


i&aroximaiit 


and 11/19/83 


Entire Test 




MO 


287 


100 






285 


. 99 " 




313 


298 


95 






242 


96 






179 


92 


Farquhar 


354 


343 


97 


rrosc 


4Z4 


420 


99 


uaxttierspurg 


361 


343 


95 


Ho over 


ZOO 


283 


98 




zou 




A M. 

94 


King 


222 


215 


97 


Lee 


402 


398 


99 


Ncmtgtmery Village 


302 


285 


94 


Parkland 


206 


207 


100 


Poolesville 


114 


113 


99' 


Fyle 


479 


475 


99 


Kedland 


289 


290 


100 


Rldgeview . 


' 333 


328 


98 


Sllgo 


433 


408 


94 


Takona Park 


179 


148 


83* 


Tllden 


.457 » 


449 


98 


Julius West 


270 


^^62 
^ 366 


97 


Westland 


375 


98 


White Oak 


297 


297 


lOO 


Wood 


424 


421 


99 



*School has a large sj^clal educatlpn population in Grade 8. 



101 
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TABLfe 12 (c(mtlnued) 



HDMBER AHD PSJpSTAGE OF STDDOTS WHO TOOK THE 
QITIRE ddSfOSiSlA ACHIEVfiffiHT TESTS, FALL 1982 

MY SCBOOI. 



Grade ^1 

■ zL 



2 



Nuaber Taking 
. Entire Test 



— ^ _ 

Percentage of 
9/30/83 Enrolloent 
Taking 



School 



Enroflaent 


and 12/21/83 


fiitire Test 


A61 


396 ) 
403 


86 


525 


77* 


/ 566 • 


490 


87 


/ 272 


247 , 


A t 

91 


/ 259 


228 


QQ 
OO 


431 


. 369 


0£. 

QQ 


251 


233 




368 


327 


89 


300 


270 


90 


327 


300 


92 


317 


294 


93 


316 


296 


94 


309 


299 \ 


97 


103 


94 1 


91 


391 


340' i 


87 


580 


482 \ 


83** 


324 


. 271 \ 


84 


497 


467 i 


94 


329 


255 1 


78** 


484 


471 i 


97 


236 


\ 220 \ 




428 


385 <H 





Bethesda-Chevy Chase^ 

Montgcmry Blair 

Churchill 

Damascus 

Einstein 

Gaither^burg 

Walter Johnson 

Kennedy ^ 

Magruder 

Richard Montgomery 
Northwood 
Paint Branch 
Peary 

Poolesville 

Rockville' 

Seneca Valley 

Shervood 

Springbrook 

Wheaton 

Vhltm^n 

Uoodvard 

Woo t ton 



/ 



♦School has a large ESOL population In Grade 11. 



**At least 10 percent Bore of the students took part of the test.' 
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Table Al • 

NUMBER (H) kSD PESCBITAfiE (%) OF MCPS STUDENTS SCORING AT 
THE NATIONAL NC»M AVKBAGE (SOTH PERCBMTILE) (W THE 
CALIFORNIA /^MIEVEfflHT TKTS, FALL 1982 



Grade 






3 

N 


Z 


5 

N 


X 


8 

N 


I 


11 

N 


Z 


TOTAL BATTERY 


4117 


IB 


4597 


80 


5988 


79 


5339 


75 


TOTAL READING 


4003 


76 


4497 


78 


6034 


79 


5506 


74 


TOTAL LANGUAGE 


4266 


81 


4731 


82 


5945 


78 


5448 . 


74 


TOTAL MATH 


4201 


80 


4579 


80 


6162 


81 


5524 


76 



0565S 



X' 



Ua 
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USOtTS (» THE CALIFOWU ADIIB?ElfEI9T TfiSTS 

(ftcor^ refiorc«4 are Iforaai (kirrs EqtiivalM^ (MCB) M«its> 
Sc*le Score (S8) wMmm mnd the For cent lie (Pereeiitlle Benk) 

of th« Seals Score Maaa,)' 



So* 



TOTAL 
BATTEKT 
NCE SS Far, 



Phcmic 
Aaalyeia 
SS Per. 



StmctnraX 
Aaalyila 

IK;B SS ^r. 



Voealralary 
liCB SS Far. 



Reading 

Ck»iqpVeheii8i«ii 
IICB SS Per. 



TOTAI, 
SEAOXMC 
liCE SS Per. 



Spalllng 
1IC£ SS 



Cr^Nle^ear 


Teeeetf 


Hean 


Mean 


Sank 


Meaa 


Meaa 


Rank 


Mean 


Keen 


Sank 


Msaa 


Mean 


Seok 


Mean 


Mean 




Mean 


Kej^ 


Rank 


Mean 


Keen 


Rank 


3 - 1982 


5247 


67 


« 

408 « 


' 81 


57 


404 


65 


63 


4U 


74- 


62 


419 


72* 


63 


435 


72 


63 


414 


74 


61 


459 


70 


1981 


5197 


65 


405 


79 


57 


403 


64 




413 


73 


62 


419 


72 


62 


433 


71 


62 


411 


72 


60 


458 


. 69 


1980 


$6! 6 


64 


403 


77 


56 


401 


63 


61 


410 


71 


61 


417 


71 


61 


431 


70 


6i 


409 


71 


60 


458 


69 


5 - 1982 


5724 


68 


495 


. 81 














64 


499 


76 


64 


516 


^5 


64 ' 


502 


77 


61 


54lr 


/ 71 


1981 


6524 


67 


491 


80 














64 


499 


76 


64 


515 


75 


64 


502 


77 


60 


538 


70 


1980 


7214 


. 67 


492 


79 














64 


499 


76 


63 


514 


74 


64 


502 


77 


60 


537 


69 



8 - 1982 


7587 


67 


600 


79 










64 


590 


76 


65 


604 


76 


65 


598 


77 


59 


60^ 66 


1981 


7234 4 


66 


599 


79 










64 


591 


76 


65 


604 


H 


65 


599 


78 


58 


6dl 66 


1980 


73U 


65 


596 


78 










64 


588 


75 


64 


601 


75 


65 


596 


76 


57 


5^8 64 


11 - 1982 


7142 


64 


675 


76 










62 


1^9 


72 


62 


664 


72 


&3 


M9 


73 


58 


-653 65 


1981 


7350 


64 


674 


75 










62 


667 


71 


62 


664 


72 


63 


668 


73 




651 64 


1980 


7951 


63 


671 


74 










61 


666 


71 


62 


662 


71 


62 


666 


72 


57 ' 


651 64 








tangoage 


Languasa 


TOTAL 






Matk ^ 




Hath Cottc^ce 6 




TOTAL 




lleferenca 






Machanica 


SxpresaloA 




Coo^atatlon 


^^ilcatione 




MATH 






SkiUa 




No* 


S$ 


Per, 


liCE 


SS Per. 


KCE SS 


Per. 


I^E 


SS 


Per* 


KCE 


SS 


Per. 


HCE 


5$ 


Per. 




SS » Per. 


Grade/Yfe^ar 




Mean 9tean 


Rank 


Kean 


tean Sank 


Mean Mean 


Rank 


Keen 




Rank 


He&n 


Mean 


Rank 


Mean 


Mean 


Rank 


N^an 


Mean Rank 


3 - 1982 


5247 


69 


491 


81 


63 


468 74 


68 473 


82 


66 


^368 


79 


65 


421 


77 


67 


396 








1981 


5197 


67 


488 




62 


466 73 


66 470 


81 


65 


365 


77 


63 


417 


74 


65 


393 


77 






198a 


5616 


66 


485 


78 


62 


464 72 


, 65 467 


79 


0 


,361 


74 


63 


417 


74 


64 


391 


76 







1982 


• 5724 


67 


557 


80 


67 


547 


82 


69 


548 


83 


65 


473 


76 


67 


496 


80 


67 


484 


79 


67 


531 


80 


1981 


6524 


67 


554 


79 


66 


544 


80 


68 


546 


82 


64 


470 


74 


66 


493 


78 


66 


481 


77 


66 


530 


79 


1980 


7214 * 


66 


553 


78 


66 


542 


80 


68 


544 


81 


62 


467 


72 


66 


493 


78 


65 


480 


76 


65 


527 


78 


1982 


7587 


66 


621 


78 


63 


599 


75 


65 


609 


78 


64 




76 


68 


603 


81 


67 


603 


79 


65 


599 


77 


1981 


7234 


-65 




78 


6a 


599 


75 


65 




78 


64 


605 


75 


.67 




80 


66 


601 


7^ 


65 


AAA 




1980 


7314 


65 


620 


78 


63 


598 


74 


65 




78 


61 


596 


72 


67 


5^ 


79 


65 


596 


76 


^ 


595 


? 


1982 


7142 


62 


660 


72 


62 


662 


72 


63 


667 


73 


61 


662 


70 • 


64 


674 


74 


63 


671 


74 


62 




72 


1981 


7350 


62 


660 


72 


62 




72 


63 


667 


73 


61 


661 


78 


64 


673 


74 


63 


676 


7) 


62 


665 


72 


IMO 


7951* 


61 , 


656 


70 


61 


660 


' 71 


62 


663 


72 


60 


658 


69 


63 


671 


7J 


M 


667 


72 


62 


M5 


72 



0565S 

. 149 



150 



Table A3 

PEBCEHTAGE OF STUDEHT SCmSS THAT MAY HAVE BW 
imUEHCED BT THE CEILING EFFECT* <^ THE 
CALIFmOlIA ACHIEVEMENT TEST, FALL 1982 



Grade 







D 


Q 
O 


1 1 


TOTAL BATTERY 


** 




** 


** 

• 


Phonic Analysis* 


33 






✓ 


Structural Analysis 


54 


- 






^dadlng Vocabulary 


57 


27 


16 


25 


Reading Comprehension 


40 


16 


** 


19 


TOTAL READIHG 


13 








Spelling 


27 


20 


u 


12 


Language Mechanics 


38 


18 


23 


23 


Language Expression 


40 


27 


12 


19 


TOTAL LANGUAGE 

•> 


25 




** 


** 


Math Computation 


** 




. 19 - 


23 


Math Concepts 










and Applicatlona 


10 




** ' 


22 


TOTAL MATH 


** 




** 


16 


Reference Skills 




49 


31 


45 



. *StudentB scoring vithin T Stmidard Error of Measurement of the maximum 
score. This is a reasonable range for possible score change due to 
careless error* These could be students vho may have failed to achieve 
the maximum score because of careless errors. 

**There Is no ceiling effect for these subtests and totals because it is 
possible to score at the 99th percentile even if the student is 1 
Standard Error of Measurement belov the maximum score « 



0565S 
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106 



cAUForaxA naiEmwit tests sraoLTS 



GrAde/Year 



TMted 



TOTAL 
SATTSST 



* Fhcmtc 
Analysis 
KCB P«r, 



Straecvral 
Analysis 
MS Fsr# 

Ntoa 



Rsatfiag 

KB Fsr. 

lUmk 



Racing 
Comprehension 
IKrS Psr, 
__HMtt__Esnk 



TOtAt 

9CZ Psr. 
MesB Rank 



Spelling 
Per. 

•^sn Rsak 



3 - 


1982 


423 


73 


88 


59 


67 


66 


78 






I9Si 


368 


73 


9$ 


60 


68 


66 


78 


62 




1980 


320 


71 


84 


60 


68 


65 


76 


63 


5 - 


1982 


448 


72 


85 










62 




I98i 


459 


74 


87 










i4 




1980 


358 


73 


86 










66 


i • 


1982 


*505 


70 


83 










60 




1981 


387 


71 


84 










64 




1980 


359 


,^73 


86 










65 


u - 


1982 


388 


87 


79 










57 




1981 


333 


68 ^• 


78 










57 




1980 


338 


66 


78 










58 



70 
72 
73 



72 
75 
78 



68 

75 
76 



63 
63 
65 



il 
62 
63 



64 
66 
64 



63 
66 

67 



59 
St 
59 



70 
72 
73 



75 
78 
75 



73 
78 
79 



67 
67 
67 



64 
65 
65 



64 
66 
65 



62 
66 
67 



59 
58 
59 



75 
76 

76 



75 
78 
78 



72 
78 
79 



67 
65 
67 



69 
68 
68 



66 

67 
67 



63 
65 
65 



61 
61 
63 



82 
80 
80 



78 
79 
79 



73 
76 
76 



70 
70 
73 



L^ngmga 
Mgchmiea 



Bxpragsioa 



TOTAL 



Katk 

Cosqratat ioa 



Hsth Concepts 6 



TOTAL 
KATB 



lUfarsncs 
Skills 



Gruls/Tosr 


Test«4 


than 


Tar. 

R«ik 


Moan 


far. 
R«k 


wen 

Kean 


7«r, 
Rank 


RCE 
Kean 


Far. 
Rank 


sec 

Mean 


Sank 


MX 

IICMB 


Par. 

' RaiA 


RCE 
Kaan 


1 
1 


3 - 


1982 


423 


73 


86 


63 


73 


70 


83 


77 


90 


69 


82 


75 


88 




u 




19S1 


3^8 


73 


86 


62 


72* 


69 


82 


77 


90 


69 


82 


75 


88 








1980 


320 


72 


85 


64 


75 


70 


83 


73 


86 


6« 


80 


72. 


85 








1982 


448 


* 

73 


86 


67 


79 


71 


84 


76 


89 


7t 


85 


76 


89 


70 


83 




1^1 


459 


73 


86 


69 


82 


73 


86 


75 


88 


7J 


86 


76 


89 


72 


85 




1980 


358 


73 


86 


67 


79 


71 


^ 


74 


87 


72 


89 

» 


75 


88 


7t 


84 


8 - 


1982 


505 


68 


80 


61 


70 


65 


76 


76 


89 


74 


87 


76 


89 


67 


79 


• 


1981 


387 


68 


80 


64 


75 


67 


79 


76 


89 


74 


87 


76 


89 


69 


82 




1980 


359 


72 


85 


66 


78 


70 


83 


75 


88 


75 


88 


76 


89 




83 




1982 


388 


64 


75 


60 


68 


62 


72 


72 


85 


72 


85 


73 


86 


63 


73 




1981 


353 


. 64 


75 


60 


68 


63 


73 


71 


84 


71 


8* 


72 


85 


61 


•70 




1980 


338 


64 


75 


$9 


67 


62 


72 


70 


63 


71 


84 


72 


85 


63 


73 



05658 
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153 



« 



T«bl« A5 



CAUFOUtIA AdHlEVeHEST TESTS ftSSVUS 

fm ncn sua stuobits 



TOTAL 
BATTBET 
HCE Per* 
Kean Hank 



IICE P^r. 
Mean , %Atik 



StrucCttr«I 
Aaalyals 
Per. 



19^2 


646 


52 


54 


1981 


686 


51 


52 


1980 


740 


49 


48 


1962 


762 




56 




820 


53*^ 


56 


1980 


856 


51 


52 






9^ 




1982 


928 


51 


52 


1981 


872 


50 


50 


1980 


828 




50 


1982 


788 


47 


44 


1981 


758 


47 


44 


1980 


784 


44 


19 



Vocabulary 
m;E Par. 
Mean Ratik 



Easing 
Coaprafmcion 
HCE Par* 
Kean Rank 



TOTAL 
KE4DIK 

Kami Bank 



'Spall log , 
Hf^E Par, 



48 
48 
46 



46 
46 
42 



54 
55 
50 



58 
56 
50 



49 
50 
47 



52 
51 



49 
49 
49 



47 
47 
44 



48 
50 
44 



54 
56 

52 



48 
48 
48 



44 

44 
39 



53 
51 
49 



51 
52 
SO 



52 

51 * 
SI 



46 
47 



56 
52 
48 



52 

54^ 

50 



•Si 
50 
47 



52 
51 



54 
52 

52 > 



42 
44 
59 



51 

50*^ 

50 



47 
47 
4> 



52 
50 
44 



54 
54 
52 



52 
50 
50 



44 
44 

37 



53 . 

53 

52 



53 
53 
51 



52 
51 
50 



48 
48 
47 



o 

00 



Ifo. 



LangiiagA 
Kechaoiea 
liCB Par. 



Lansaa^o 
SxpraaalMi 
1IC8 Par. 



TOTAL 
LARCmAGS 



Par. 



Kath 

Co^«catiOT 
VCZ Par. 



56 
56 
54 



56^ 
56 
52 



54 
52 
50 



46 
46 
44 



lUch Cmeapea 6 
i^plicatima 



Par, 

tank 



TOTAL 

nCS Par. 
Itaan 



fialaranea 
Skilla 
KCE Par. 
ffaan lUink' 



3 - 1982 


646 


56 


61 


53 


56 


55 


59 


53 


56 


51 


52 


53 


56 






1981 


688 


56 


61 


52 


54 


54 


58 


51 


52 


50 


50 


51 


52 






1980 


740 


53 


56; 


50 


50 


52 


54 • 


48 


46 


49 


46 


49 


48 




m 


5 - 1982 


762 


55 


59 


54 


58 


55 


59 


53 


56 


51 


'S2 


82 


54 


56 


61 


1981 


820 


54 


58' 


54 


58 


55 


59 


53 


56 


51 


52 


U 


54 


55 


59 


1980 


856 




54 


51 


52 


52 


54 


50 


> 50 


50 


50 


SO 


50 


53 


56 


8 - 1982 


928 


52 


54 


50 


50 


51 


52 


52 


.54 


53 


56 


52 


54 


53 


56 


I9B1 


872 


52 


54 


50 




51 


52 


51 


52 


52 


54 


51 


52 


53 


56 


1980 


828 


51 


5a 


50 


50 


50 


50 


50 


50 


- 52 


54* 


51 


52 


52 


54 


11 --1982 


788 


47 


44 


47 


44 


47 


44 


48 


46 


48 


46 


48 


U 


50 


50 


^1981 


758 


47 


44 


47 


44 


47 


44 


47 


44 


48 


46 


47 




49 


48 


1980 


784 

* 


45 


41 


4S 


41 


44 




45 


41 


45 


41 


45 


41 


40 


46 



0565S 
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15 



ERIC 



rat ncn nwinc siutaRs 

1980-*1982 



Ko. 



TOTAL 
BATTERT 

Htan lUnk 



Fhoflile 
AamlymiB 
mr& Far* 
Irak 



Analysis 
KM. F«r» 
HMn Smik 



Racing 
VocAbtfl«ry 
ICE F«r. 



Ee«41ng 
KB F«r, 



TOTAL 
READIK 
t(C& Vmr. 



1^ F«r. 



3 - 


1982 


2)9 


56 




49 


48 


54 




51 


52 


54 


58 


52 


54 


53 


56 






181 


58 




52 


54 


57 


63 


54 


58 


56 


61 


56 


61 


53 


56 




1980 


165 


5? 




52 


54 


57 


63 


54 


» 


54 


58 


55 


59 


53 




5 - 


1982 


223 




63 










53 


56 


54 


58 


54 


58 


54 


58 




19SI 




58 ) 


65 










55 


59 


5« 


61 


56 


61 


53 


56 




1980 


216 


SI J 


70 










5d 


65 


59 


67 


58 


65 


56 


61 


8 • 


1982 


260 




61 










54 


58 


55 


59 


55 


59 


50 


50 




198t 


243 


59 


67 










57 


63 


57 


63 


58 


65 


52 


54 




1980 


234 


59 


67 










57 


63 

\ 


59 


67 


59 


67 


52 




11 - 


1982 


236 


54 


5a 










S3 


56 




56 


53 


56 


51 


52 




1981 


248 


56 


61 










?5 


59 


?" 


56 


55 


59 


53 


56 




1980 > 


263 


$5 


59 










55 


59 


f S3 


56 


54 


58 


52 


54 



^ * Ltfi&gua^ L^ngiMga TOTAL Math Maeh GMe«pe« 6 TOTAL Etff«r«tnce 

^ » MsdumicB EicprM«icm LAI^IACB Conqratatios /^plUmtiom NATE Skills 



/ 



Orade/T^r 


Eo. 

Tested 


KC8 
Meet) 


Fer. 
Rank 


MCE 
Mean 


Far. 
Rank 


8CE 


Par. 
Sank 


EC3 
Eeaa 


Far* 
Radc 


Eaao 


Far. 
Eaak 


ECE 
Man 


Far, 
BMk 


Eeaa 


. Far. 
Eaak 


3 - 1982 


219 


60 


68 


53 


56 


57 


63 


59 


67 


55 


59 


58 


65 






1981 


181 


62 


72 


56 


61 


60 


68 


59 


67. 


56 


61 


58 


65 






1980 


165 


61 


70 


56 


61 


59 




58 


65 


55 


59 


57 


63 






5 - 1982 


223 


59 


67 


56 


61 


58 


65 


59 


67 


57 


63 


59 


67 


. 60 


68 


1981 


236 


M 


68 


57 


63 


59 


67 


58 


65 


58 


65 


59 


67 


60 


68 


1980 


216 


62 


72 


60 


68 


62 


72 


60 


^8 - 


62 


72 


62^ 


72 


62 

4 


72 


8 - 1982 


260 


57 


63 


54 


58 


55 


59 


58 


65 


58 


65 


59 


67 


$7 


63 


1981 


243 


59 


67 


58 


65 


59 


6? 


59 


67 


60 


68 




68 


59 


67 


1980 


234 


60 


68 


58 


65 




67 


57 


63 


^ 


68 


59 


67 


59 


67 


11 - 1982 


236 


53 


56 


53 


56 




56 


54 


58 


56 


61 


55 


59 




58 


1981 


248 


56 


61 


54 


58 


; " 


61 


55 


59 


58 


65 


57 


63 


^ 


59 


1900 


263 


53 


56 


52 


54 


/ 53 


56 


53 


54 




65 


56 


61 


534 


SM 



05658 



CALIFOICMIA ACHIEVErarr TESTS MSULtS 
rm VCTS WHITE STUDEHT^ 



TOTAL 
BATTERY 



Pkumie 



Scrttctural 
Analysis 



Reading 
Vocabulary 





Mo. 


net 


P«r. 


IfCE 


Far. 


HCB 






Par. 


grade/ Y«ar 


Tested 


Wttan 


Sank 


Koan 


Rank 


Me^ 


Rank 


lle«n 


Rank 


3 ^ 1982 


3948 


69 


82 


59 


67 <^ 


65 


76 


65 


76 


% 1981 


3955 




80 


58 


65 


64 


75 


64 


75 


1980 


4388 


»• 


79 


58 


65 


63 


73 


64 


75 



Reading 
' C<»Bprakttnali»i 
HCE Per. 
ifoan Rank 



TOTAL 
REA&XHC 
RCE 
Mean 



Spelling 



Per. 

Rank 


Nam 


Per. 

Rank 


78 


62 


72 


76 


61 . 


70 


75 


61 


70 


79 


63 


73 


79 


61 


70 


78 


61 


70 


80 


60 


68 


80 


59 


67 


79 


58 


6S 


78 


59 


67 


76 




65 


4- 


59 , 


6r 



1982 


4288 


71 


84 










1981 


4999 


69 


82 


MP 








1980 


5775 


69 


82 











8 - 



198^ 


5878 


69 


82. 




* 






1981 


5710 


69 


82 


mm 








1980 

V 


5878 


67 


79 











n - 1982 


5713 


f 66 


78 










1981 


5981 


66 


78 










1980 


6552 


65 


76 











67 
66 
66 



67 
67 
66 



65 
64 
64 



79 
78 
78 



79 
79 
78 



76 
75 



65 
64 
63 



66 
66 
65 



67 
67 
66 



65 
64 
64 



76 

75, 

73 



78 
78 
76 



79 
79 1 
78 



76 
75 
75 



66 
65 
64 



67 
67 
66 



68 
68 
67 



66 
65 
65 



Ro. 

Grade/Year Teated 



Language 
Keckanlcs 
nCE Per. 



Language 
Exp rasa ion 
RCE Per. 
Hea^ Rank 



TOTAL 
LAIKSSACE 
RCE Per. 
He an Rank 



Matb 
Cos^mtation 
RCE Per. 
Kami Rank 



Hath Concepts 6 , 
Applleatloaa 
1R:s Per. 
Heatt Renk 



TOTAL/ 
KATR / 
RCS per. 
Ha an Rank 



1982 


3948 , 


71 


84 


65 


• 76 


70 


83 


1981 


3955 


69 


82 


65 


. 76 


69 


82 


1980 


. 4386 


68 


60 


64 


75 


68 


80 


1982 


4288 


69 


82 


70 


83 


72 


85 


1981 


4999 


68 


80 


69 


. 82 


71 


84 


1960 


5775 


68 


80 


68 


80 


70 


83 



1982 \ 


. 5878 


68 


M 


66 


78 


1981 \ 


5710 


68 


80 


66 


78 


1980 4 


58?g 


67 


79 


&5 


76 



II 



1982 


5713 


64 


75 


64 


75 


1981 


5981 


64 


75 


64 


75 


1980 


6552 


63 


•73 


M 


75 




68 
66 
64 



66 
&5 
64 



65 
65 
63 



62 
62 



80 
78 
75 



78 
76 
75 



76 
76 
73 



72 
72 
72 



67 
65 
65 



69 
68 
68 



70 
69 
68 



66 
65 
65 



79 
76 
76 



82 
SO 
80 



83 
82 
80 



78 
76 
76 



Raference 
Skills 
RCE Per. 
Haan P^k 



69 


82 






67 


79 






66 


78 






69 


82 


69 


82 


68 


80 


68 


80 


67 


79 


67 


79 


69 


82 


-^67 


79 


66 


80 




7f 


66 


78 




76 


65 


76 




76 


65 


76 




7$ 


64 


75 


M 


75 
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TABLE AS 



LtMIGITODDIAL RESULTS (Ml THE CALIFORNIA ^ACHIEVEMENT TESTS 
FOR STUDENTS TESTED IN GRADE 3 (1980) AND ORADE 5 (1982), BY RACE 



ASIAN 



BLACK HISPANIC WHITE 



TOTAL 





GRADE 


NCE 


PR 


NCE 


PR 


'•NCE 


PR 


NCE 


PR 




PR 


TOTAL BATTERY 


3 


70 


83 


51 


52 


{■ ' ■ ' — 
57 


63 


68 


80 


66 


78 


• 


5 


77 


90 


54 


.58 


61 


70 


71 


84 


69 


82 


Readliig Vocabulary 


3 


62 


72 


49 


48 


53 


56 


65 


76 


63 


73 




5 


68 


80 


54 


58 


58 


65 


68 


80 


66 


78 


Reading CoBq>rehen8ion 


3 


62 


72 


50 


50 


54 


58 


64 


75 


62 


72 




5 


69 


82 


52 


54 


56 


61 


67 


79 


65 


76 


\ Total Reading 


3 


64 


75 


49 


48 


54 


58 


65 


76 


63 


73 




5 


69 


82 


53 


56 


57 


63 


65 


76 


66 


78 


Spelling 


3 


68 


80 


53 


56 


52 


54 


63 


73 


61 


70 


» 


5 


70 


83 


53 


56 


57 


63 


63 . 


73 


62 


72 


Language Mechanics 


3 


73 


86 


55' 


61 


60 


68 


70 


83 


68 


80 




5 


76 


89 


57 


63 


62 


72 


70 


83 


69 


82 


Language Expression 


3 


63 


73 


52 


54 


56 


61 


65 


76 


6^ 


73 




5 


72 


85 


55 


59 


59 


67 


70 


83 


68 


80 


Total Language 


3 


' 70 


83 




JO 








00 1 
0^ 1 


f ; 

0/ 


79 




5 


76 


89 


56 




61 


70 


. 72 


85 


70 


83 


Math Computation 


3 


72 


85 


49 


48 


59 


67 


66 


78 


64 


75 




5 


76 


89 


53 


56 


61 


70 


67 


79 


65 


76 




3 


67 


79 


51 


52 


55 


59 


66 


78 


64 


75 




5 


75 


88 


52 


54 


60 


68 


70 


83 


68 


80 


Toflal Hat^h 


3 


71 


84 


50 


50 


58 


65 


67 


79 


65 


76 




5 


77 


90 


53 


56 


61 


70 


70 


83 


68 


80 


/ 

/ Number . Tested 


3 


277 




538 




123 




3558 




4498 




5 


277 




538 




. 123 




3558 




4498 





i236g 

ERiC 



Ul 



159 



TABLE A9 



vtmumGi'nmjsuiL 

FOR STUDraiS TESTEP OMLY 



cm THE CALIFOBHXA ACHIEVEHEliT TESTS 
\6RADE 3. (1980) OR GRADE 5 (1982), BY RACE 



( 



GRADE ^E PR 



BLACK HISPANIC 



TOTAL BATTERY 
Reading Vocabulary 
Reading Comprehension 
Total Reading 
Spelling 

Language Mechanlcj^ 

Language Expression 

Total Language 

Math CoBputatlon 

Math Concepts and Applications 

Total Math ^ 

Nunber Tested 




HCE Pg* NCE FR 



WHITE 
^E PR 



TOTAL 
NCE PR 



3 
5 

3 
5 

3 
5 

3 
5 

3 
5 

3 
5* 

3 
5 

3 
5 



87 
76 

76 
54 



69 
60 

69 82 

67 79 

66' 78 

58 65 

69 82 

63 73 

78 91 

76 89 

70 83 

67 79 

76 89 

73 86 

50 
168 



44 
51 



39 
52 



54 
53 



42 35 53 
48^ 46 



58 
56 

56 
44 



61 70 
66 78 

^9^67 
64 75 



42 
49 

48 



52 
45 



46 
52 

47 
53 

44 
49 



51 

198 
216 



58 
62 



65 

72 



56 61 
58 65 



41 
48 


53 
51 


56 
52 


59 
63 


67 
73 


57 
59 


63 
67 


35 
48 




59 
64 


67 

75 


56 
58 


61 
65 


46 f 


52 
51 


54 
52 


56 
59 


61 
67 


55 
57 


59 
63 


46 . 
54 


62 
54 


72 
58 


bl 

66 
« 


78 


DU 

63 


oo 
73 


41 
« ^4 


54 
52 


58 


59 
67 


67 
79 


57 
61 


63 ' 
70 


42 
54 


59 

54 


67 
58 


62 
68 


72 
80 


59 
63 


73 ^ 


44 
5^ 


54 
57 


58 
63 


59 
63 


67 

J73 


57 
62 


63 
72 


39 / 
48 


52 
53 


54 
56 


60 
66 


68 
78 


58 
62 


65 
72 


41 
52 


53 
55 


56 
59 


61 
65 


70 
76 


58 
63 


65 
73 




43 
98 




821 
674 




1114 
1157 





1236g 



ERIC 



112 



4 
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TABLE Aid 



VmxmAGR OP STOIHSNTS IN EACH RACIM^ETHNXC GROUP SOJRI]^ AT 
EACH STAMIHE OF TSE CALXFORHIA ACBJpipSEm TESTS TOTAL BATTERY 

GRADE 3 



STANINE 


ASIAN 


BLACK 


HISPANIC 


WHITE 


0 ^UNTT * 


MORH** 


1 


0 


1' 


0 


0 


0 


4 


2 


0 


3 


2 


I 


1 


7 


3 


1 


10 


9 


3 


4 


12 


4 


7 


23 


18. 


8 


10 


' 17 


5 


.12 


19 


20 


12 


13 


20 


6 


18 


20 


22 


21 


21 


* 17 


7 


18 


la- 


14 


19 


17 


12 


8 


11 


6 ' 


5 


13 


12 


7 


9 


31 . 


6 


9 


23 


> 21 


4 ' 


NUMBER 


423 '' 


647 


219 


3955 


5255* 




M , 















csjjm 5 





■ — ^ 

ASIAN 


BLACK 


HISPANIC 


WHITE 


• (XHJNTT 


8(MW** 


jSTANINE 

1 

1 


0 


1 


0 


0 


0» 


4 


2 


0 


4 


3 


1 


1 


7 


3 


2 


10 


7 


2 


3 


12 


4 


5 


21 


18 


7 


9 


17 


5 


11 


20 


20 


13 


14 


20 


6 


18 


21 


18 


19 


19 


17 


7 


20 


10 


14 


19 


18 


12 


8 


17 


7 


7 


16 


15 


7 


9 


27 


5 


10 


23 


. 21 


4 


NUMBER 


448 


764 


223 


43<M) 


5738* 





0009g 



ERIC 



161 



113 



TABLE AlO (continued) 



FEBjXliTAGE OF' STDiaSIiTS. IN SAC» R4CIAXj/EiaNIC GaCHJP SCCStlHG AT 
^CH STAHINE OF THE QA^IFCmNlA ACHIEVEMEHT TESTS TOTAL BATTERY 

(SADE 8 



ST^MME ASIAN BLACK 



.HX^AMIC 



COUlSTY 


HORK** 


I 


4 


I 


'7 


3 


12 


10 


17"- 


15 


20 


1^ 


17 




12 




7 


19 


4 


7675* 


r 



NUMBER 



0 
1 
2 

^ 9 
15 
17 
18 
12 
26 

507 



3 

4 

10 
24 
21 
17 
11 
5 
'4 

956 



1 



1 
4 

6 
17 
19 
23 
14 
9 
6 

263 



0 
1 
2 
7 

14 

19 
20 

15 
21 




GlAI^ai 



STANINE 


ASIAN 


BLAOC 


« 

BISFANIC 


mm 


. CDUNTT 


NOTM** 


1 


. 1 


2 


1 ' 


0 


1 . 


4 


• 2 


2 


5 


4 


I 


2 


7 


3 


5 


17 


11 


3 


5 




4* 


12 


23 


17 


10 


11 ' 


17 ' ' 


5 


16 


19 


■ 23 


14 


15 


20 


6 


17 


15 


15 


20 


19 


11 


7 


12 


8 


11 


18 


16 


1^ 


* 8 


10 


3 


7 


12 


U ' 


7 


9 


22 


3 

• 


^ 5 


17 


15 ^ 




NUMBER 


412 


^796 


244 


5735 


7204* 





*County £6«al does not equal the a%xm the four raei«l/«thai« groups shown 
becaese it inciudes other ssall groups. 

**Student8 In national sanple who were Sised to develop the test non^. 
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jms All 



C&LIFOSRIA ACUlKVidlKNT TES^ R^DLTS 
BY RACE FOR 1982 MCPS TmiHG ARD THE RATIORAL NOBM 6RO0F 

(Scores reirarted are the nonul curve equlvaleii€^(NCE) 
scores for the tmsn rev scores «) 



• 




BLACK 






HISPANIC 






OTHER 






MCPS 

■ 


NAT*L 


DIFF 


MCPS 


HAT'L DIPF 


MCPS 


NAT'L 


DIFF 


S^pE 3 
TUXAL BAZTEKx 


51 


29 ^ 


22 


53 


35 


18 


66 


48 


18 


TOTAL READIK6 


48' 


29 


19 


49 


34 


15 


59 


.48 ' 


11 


TOTAL LAIUDAGE 
TOTAL MATH 


52 


' 32 


20 




39 


15 


a 1 






53 


32 


.21 


57 


39 


18 


68 


50 


18 


GRADE 5 


a 


















TOTAt BATTERY 


51 


34 


17 


55 


37 


18 


67 


50 


17 


TOTAL READING 


50 


34 


16 


. 52 


36 


16 


62 


49 


13 


TOTAL iLARGUAGE 
TOTAL MATH 


53 


35 


18 


54 


38 




68 . 


50 


15 


52 


34 


18 


58 


38 




66 


50 


16 


* • 

' ° GRADE 8 






• 




*- 










TOTAL BAfFERT 


51 


33 


• 18 


55 


^39 


16^ 


67 


51 


16 


TOTAL READING 


51 


37 


14 


54 


*42 


12 


65 


54 


11 


TOTAL LANGUAGE 


49 


35 


14 


53 


42 


11 


64 - 


52 


12 


TOTAL MATH. 


52 


31 ' 


21 


59 


38 


21 


67 


50 


17 
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Table A12 



PUCEKTAGE OP STUDBTTS TINTED 
BY KACIAL/ETHNIC GBOOfS CALIPOINIA ACHIEV^MEliT TESTS 




Asian Black Hlspanie White Total* 

N 2 NZ N ZN Z N X 



GBADE 3 


1982 


423 


84 


646 


93 


219 


82 


3948 


97 


5247 


95 


1981 


368 


77 


688 


92 


181 


68 


3955 


96 


• 5197 


93 


• 


1980 


320 


79 


740 


95 


165 


66 


4388 


96 


5616 


94 


GRADE 5 


1982 


448 


86 


762 


94 


223 


80 


4288 


97 


5724 


95 




1981 


459 


84 


820 


95 


236 


.81 


4999 


98 


6524 


96 


•s 


198C^ 


358 


81 


856 


97 


216 


80 


5775 


98 


7214 


97 


GRADE 8 


1982 


505 


94 


928 


97 


• 260 • 


-88 


5878 


98 


7587 


97 


1981 


387 


88 


872 


95 


243 


80 


5710 


97 


7234 


96 




1980 


359 


85 


828 


94 


234 


81 


5878 


96 


7314 


95 


GRADE U 


1982 ' 


388 


75 




86 


236 , 


m 


5713 


90 


7142 


' 88 




1981 


353 


75 




85 


248 


74 


5981 


89 


7350 


87 




1980 


338 


79 


784 


80 


263 


72 


6552 


% 


7951 


86 


TOTAL 


1982 


1764 


* 85 


3124 


93 


938 


80 


19827 


95 


25700 


94 


1981 


1567 


81 


3138 


92 


908 


76 


20645 


95 


26305 


93 




1980 


1375 


81 


3208 


92 


878 


75 


22593 


94 


28095 


93 



*The number reported for the Total groajLdoes not equal the aua of the nuHbers 
for each racial group because no data are reported for Aserican Indians. That 
group is too saall to provide reliable data. , 
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TabU All « 

CAUPOBiftA AOaEVeMEST TESTS tmjLts^ 
rot IKPS FSKALE STtmEHTS 



TOTAL 



Phonic 



Sc natural 



Raading 



TOTAL 



Grade /Tear 


Ho. 
Teatad 


&ATTERT 
9CE Par. 
Hean- Rank 


Analyaia 

IICE , Per. 
Haaii Bank 


Analjrsla-i' 
HCE Per, 
. Mean Kank 


Vt^atolary 
I^E Par« 
Hean Rank 


CcHi^r riieiia ten 
8CE Par, 
Keaa Rank 


REAPXHC 
KZ Par. 
Kara Rank 


' Spelling 
l^E Per* 
Mean Rank 


3 • 


1982 


2611 


68 


80 


99 


A7 


6A 






/J 


53 


/o 


65 


76 


64 


75 




1981 


2579 


66 


78 






Q J 








6> 


73 


64 


75 


63 


73 




1980 


27*5 


65 


► 76 


57 


63 


••a 




62 


72 


«3 


73 


63 * 


73 


63 


73 


3 - 


1982 


2860 


69 


82 










64 


75 


6S 


76 


65 


76 


63 


73 




1981 


3247 


68 


80 










64 


. 75 


64 


75 


65 


76 


62 


72 




1980 


3555 


67 


79 










64 


75 


M 


75 


64 


75 


62 


72 


8 ^ 


l^H2 


3878 


68 


' 80 










64 


75 


66 


78 


66 


78 


62 


7# 




1981 


3796 


67 


79 










63 


73 


66 


78 


45 


76 


61 


70 




1980 


3650 


67 


79 










63 


73. 


6S 


76 


65 


76 


61 


70 


It - 


1982 


3596 


66 


78 










63 


73 


63 


73 


64 


75 


61 


"70 




i98l 


3718 


65 


76 










62 


72 


•3' 


73 ■ 


63 


71 , 


61- 


70 




1980 


6015 


64 


75 










61 


70 


62 


tz 


*2 


72 


61 


• 70 



Grada/Yaar 



Ho. 
Taaead 



Laagoaga 
Nectianlca 
KCE Par. 
Haan Rank 



Language 
Expraaaion 
MCE Par. 
Haan Rank 



TOTAL 
UtintAOE 
WCE Par. 
We<y 



Hath 

9CB Par. 
Mean Rank 



Hath Concept a 6 
^ilicacions 
RtE Par. 
Ho an Rank 



TOTAL 
MATH 
1^ Par. 
Mean Rank 



3 * 1982 



26U 



71 



84 



65 



76 



70 



83 



1981 


2579 


70 


83 


64 


75 


69 


82 


1980 


2745 


69 


82 


64 


75 


68 . 


BQ 


*P«'^2 


2860 


69 


82 


69 


82 ' 


71 


84 


1981 


3247 


69 


82. 


69 


• . 82 


^71 


84 


1980 


3555 


68 


80 


68 


80 


70 


83 


8 - 1982 


3878 


69 


82 


66 


78 


69 


82 


1981 


3796 


68 


80 


66 


78 


68 


80 


1980 


3650 


69 


82 




78 


69 


82 


a - 1982 


3596 


65 


76 


65 


76 


66 


78 


1981 


3738 


65 


76 


64 


7S 


66 


78 


1980 


4015 


64 


75 


i63 


73 


65 


76 



66 
64 
62 



65 
63 
64 



66 
66 
64 



62 
61 
60 



78 
75 
72 



76 
76 

75 



78 
78 
75 



72 
«9 



64 
63 
•2 



66 
65 
65 



67 



63 
62 
6J 



75 
73 
72 



78 
76 

76^ 



79 
78 



73 
72 
72 



67 
64 
63 



*7 

M 
65 



67 
67 
66 



63 
62 
62 



79 
75 
73 



79 
78 

76 



79 
79 
78 



73 
72 
72 



Rtferanca 
Skilla 
MCE I Par. 
Mean/ Rank 



68 

67 
66 



66 
66 
65 



64 
63 
63 



80 
78 



78 
76 
76 



75 
73 
73 



0565S 



/ 



165 



166 
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cainmik Msiznmn nsrs results 

FOR HALS STOQENTS 

1980-1982 









TOItAL 


Plmie 


Stn^turel 


Reedtng 


Readily 


TOTAL 














Aaalyais 


AnalyBle 


Vocabulary 


CmprekenaioB 


READ ISC 


Spelling 






no. 


RCE 




KB 




KB 


Pen- 


HCE 


Per. 


ir;s 


Per. 




Per. 


RCE 


Per. 


Ct«d«/TMr 






Rank 


Hmun 


RaxOi 


HeeQ 




Mian 




tfeaa 


Raak 


Meafl 


Rank 


Hean 


Rank 


3 • 


1902 


2636 


66 


78 


56 


61 


62 


72 


61 


70 


61 


70 


62 


72 


58 


65 




1961 


2618 


65 


76 


56 


61 


61 


70 


61 


70 


60 


68 


61 


70 




65 




IMO 


2871 


63. 


73 


55 


59 


59 


67 


61 


70 


59 


67 


60 


68 


98 


65 


5 - 


* 

1982 


2864 


67 


79. 










65 


76 


63 


73 


64 


75 


59 


6t 




1981 


^277 . 


66 


78 










65 


76 


63 


73 


64 


75 




67 


♦ 


1980 


3664 


64 


75 










6S 




62 


n 


64 


75 


59 


67 


8 - 


1982 




65 


76 










65 


76 


64 


75 


65 


76 


» 


59 




1981 


3573 


64 


75 










66 


78 


64 


75 


66 


78 


55 


$9 




1980 




•4 


. 75 










64 


75 


" 63 


73 


68 




54 


58 




































U - 


1982 


3546 


62 


72 










61 


70 


61 


70 


62 « 


' 72 


• 54 


58 




1981 


3612 


62 


72 










61 


70 


61 


70 


62 


72 


53 


56 




1980 


3936 


62 


72 










61 


70 


61 


70 


62 


72 




58 




1 








TOTAL 


Ikth 




Hath Concept a 6 


TOTAL 


Reference 










Express ion 




Cosjiataticm 


implications 


MATH 


Skilla 






Ho. 


MCS 


Per. 


MCE 


Per* 




Per. 




Per. 




Per. 


IICE 




RCB 


Per. 




T«ste4 








Rank 


Keaa 


Ra^ 


Keaft 


Rank 


Keafi 


Rank 


Mean 


Rank 




Rank 



► » 
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3 - 1982 


2636 


66 


78 . 


61 


70 


65 


76 


66 


• 78 


63 


76 


67 


79 


4* 






2618 


65 




61 


m 


M 


75 


65 


76 


63 


73 


65 


76 






( 1980 


?871 


64 


75 


60 


68 




73 


63 


73 


63 


73 


64 


75 






5 - 1982 


2864 




78 


-65 


76 


67 


79 


M 


.73 


68 


80 


67 


79 


66 


78 


1981 


3277 ' 


64 


75 


64 


^ 75 


66 


78 


63 


73 


67 


79 


66 


78 


65 


76 


1980 


3659 


64 


75 


63 


73 


63 


76 


«1 


70 


67 


79 


65 


76 


65 


76 


8 - 1982 


3709 


63 


73 




70 


«2 


72 


62 


72 


68 


80 


t 66 


78 


63 


73 


1981 


• 3573 


62 


72 




70 


i2 


72 


62 


72 


68 


80 


65 


76 


63 


73 


1980 


3664 


62 


72 




68 


62 


72 


59 


67 


67 


79 


64 


75 


62 




11 1982 


3546 


58 


65 


59' 


67 


59 


' 67 


60 


68 J 


64 


75 






61 


70 


1981 


3612 


58 


65 


' 60 


. 68 


60 


60 


60 


68 * 


65 


76 








70 


1980 


3936 




65 


59 


67 


59 


67 


60 


68 


65 


76 








70 


0565k 
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TECHNICAL TSSTIK6 TERMS 



\ 
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ERIC 
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The following section provides a reference for the technical testing terms 
used throughout this rleport. • The terms are defined; their uses are stated; 
and precautions about their interpretation are provided. The tcras are listed 
in alf^abetical order. 



CRXTERION-REF^NCED TEST (CRT) 



Def initicm < 

* . * . • ' 

A teat based on^ specific learning objectives (or teaching objectives) » 
usually within a narrow range of subject matter or skills. The tests are 
designed to fl^asure the knowledge or skills the student has attained. The 
Maryland Functional Reading Test (MFRT) is an example of a CRT. , 



Use 



/ 



CRTs provide information about the extent to which the student has 
attained the learning objective (s). 

Precaution(s) 

1. CRTs are often designed so a student can answer all or almost all of 
the questions correctly or incorrectly depending on the extent to 
i^ich the sii^ildent has attained the skills being measuied. They are 
not designed to yield information about different levels of 
achiei^wnt and, therefore » cannot usually be used to rank students 
on sp^ific skills. 

2. T6 be useful reeasutes of specific skills^ CRTs must have a sufficient 
nuifti^r of questions measuring each particular skill included on the 
test. Although what is "suffifeient" is not a fixed ntraber, there 
shcwld, in most cases, be at least five questions lAich measure a 
Skill. A test purporting to be a CRT which has fewer than fi>» 
questions per skill sh<nil!||be vieited witWskepticism. 

r 

f 



GRADE EQUIVALENT SCORES (GE) 



Definition 




The ^ade equivalent of a given raw score on any test estimates the grade 
level at vhich the typical pupil achieves this raw score. The digit(s) to 
the left of the decimal point represent the grade; the digit to the right 



ERIC 
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of the decimal point represents the month within the grad^ according to 
the fol lowing table: 







n 


ssepcctsDer 


1 


XK, LQC#€r 


2 

\ ' 




3 




4 


January 


5 


February 




March 




i^ril 


8 


May 


9 


June-Mgust 



An exmple of how a test publisher might derive grade equivalents can be 
useful in understanding GE* The esumple presented l^lov represents the 
best laethodology currently in use* • Many tests are normed with fewer 
samples* 

If the publisher is norraing > a fourth grade test, he will test a 
representative sample in Grades' 3, 4, and 5. In each grade^ the sample,' 
or' two comparable apples, Will be tested in the fall (Nowmber) and the 
spring (April). Thus, the gVade levels being tested as 3,2, 3.7, 4.2, 
4ii7, 5.2, and 5.7. tOften pi^lishers test only once a year.) 

The average raw test score for the students in each group is computed and 
plotted on a graph similar to the one below. The mean scores are 
indicated by on the graph. All other grade-and-month values arc 

estimated by interpolation between the means and extrapolation beyond the 
means. The CEs beyond the grade range of students in the noxming ample 
should be regarded as no better than rough estimates. 



FiguraBI 
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30 

2S 

20 

15 

10 
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f GRADE NORM LINE 
^ N>SSIBLE GROWTH PATTERN 



I 1 I I i ' J ■ i I 1- 



I I I 



1.7 2.2 2.7 a2 3.7 4.2 4.7 5^ 5.7 6^2 6.7 7.2 7.7 8.2 



GRADE EQUIVALENT 

> * » 



^71 



GEs provide a familiar referent for test scores 



Precautions 



3. 



1. The grade equivalent score does not indicate the grade level* of 
work that a student can perfotn. It siaply estijaia^es the grf 
level of the typical student in the notming sample achievi 
giv«n raw score. Fot example, suppose a fourth grade student has 
a score with a grade equivalent of 5.4 on a fourth gri ^ 
This does not mean that a fourth grade student can do work 
;^ done in January in the fifth grade. It simply estimates 
this student did as well bn a fourth grade test as the typical 
student in January of the 1 if th grade. However, remember that if 
the norming sample for the fourth grade test did not include any 
fifth grad6 students, this estimate is very tentative. ' 

2. Gb-ade equivalent scores iihould nop be added and subtracted, 
bicause they are not an eq^al distance apart . at all points. They 

iuniption that learning occurs equally 
during the school year. lA fact, students tend to learn more at 
different times in the yea4. From a strict statistical point of 
view, this lack of equal score intervals \Mans that mean GE scores 
should not be computed. H<^ver, if the GE scores ate conwrted 
to Normal Curve Equivalent scores which do have this equal 
* interval quality, the mean score computed from the converted 
scores is generally very close to that computed from the GEs, 
especially if the grade equivalents represent a wide range of 
pos^ble scores. 

Thd attempt to build a scale based on the assumption of equal 
lelrning cited in Number 2 above results in differential GE gains 
fol raw score changes. What occurs is that a one raw score point 
chiige may cause a one-month change- in GE at o«e place in the norm 
table and a five -month gain elaewhere. The larg^ ^t ch anges in GE 
generally happen in the extremes of score diAferibtftion. 

An example of the unequal GE differences between raw scores is 

shown below. These scores are taken from the ITBS seventh grade 
^- spelling test. 

I ' - i . 



Grade TBSt^ 


Raw Score 


Grade Equivalef^tt 


Difference in Grade Equiv. 


7- Spelling 


7 


3.5 


I 1 • 

.5 




8 


4.0 




9 


4.4 


.4 


'7 Spelling 


25 


«.4 


.1 ' . 




26 


8.5 




27 


. 8.7 ' 


.2 



122 



172 



U 



4* Grade equivalents generally have a wider range at higher* grade 
levela. Tbia leads to th^ situation that a student Who has the 
sa^e PR in Grades 3 and 5 vill probably be further above (or 
belcw) the median in GE terms in Grade 5. This means that if 
he/she has a hig^ PR in both grades, the gain in GE terms will be 
mote than two years. If he/she has a low P!^, the gain will be 
less than two GEs^ Therefore, if a constant expected GE gain were 
established for all stumnts^ it would be too high for some and 
too<^ low for others* The example below from ITBS norms 
^monstrates this problra. 



PR 


Grade 3 


Grade 5 


Grade Equivalent Change 


90 


5.1 


r 

7.5 


2.4 


50 


a. 6 


5.6 


2.0 


10 


2.6 


4.1 


1.5 
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5* Because a grade equivalent score represents the iMrf|pmance of a 
t3rpical student at a given grade level » approximately half of the 
students in a nationwide s^ple wcnild be expected to score below 
grade level. i 

■ / 

6. Grade equivalents should not be compared across sub ject , areas as 
they have different meanings For example » mathematics is more 
grade-related than reading; and, therefore, the GE^ are generally 

less spread cut for math than for reading* 

f 

7. Grade equivalents should not be^ compared across different tests 
because they may have different meanings due to different norming 
samples* 



INTERQUARTILE RANGE 
Definition 



1? 



Quartiles aire scores (points in a distri^utim) that divide a score 
distribution intt> quarters. Twetity-five percent of the scores are at 
or below the first quartile (Ql}» 50 percent are at or below the second 
quartile (Q2y which is also the iMtdian), and 75 percent are at or below 
the third quartile (Q3). The interquartile range includes . the band of 
scores that lies bet%»en Ql and Q3, or the jpai^le 10 i^rcent of the 
scores* 
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Use ^ . 

By eliainating the effect of the lowest and tfi^e's^ quarte>s of the 
aistributioh. the intewiuartile range providesfa oeasuTe of how the 
typical students in a gr<mp performed. 

Precaution(sy 

Eliminating the cKtreae scores nay he removing important information 
such as the location of pockets of students needing conpensatory or 
gifted prtgrams. If the median is close to either quartile, it could^ 
indicate a large number of students at that end of the distribution who , 
mi^t require such services. 

MEAN , 

Definition 

The sum of the scores divided by the number of scores. 
Use 

The mean is used as a measure of the perfoimance of the "typical" 
student in a grcHip. 

Precaution 

1. In a small group, the mean can be overly influenced by a few 
extreme scores. Thus, if a few scores in a distribution are very 
low but most are quite high, the mean will be depressed by the low 
scores more than the median. In groups where there are a few 
extremely low scores, the mean will, therefore, be .lower than the 
median. Therefore, it is often useful to compare the mean with 
the median* 

2. Use of the mean provides no information about the spread of scores. 

MEDIAN 

Definition 

The scori that divides a test score distribution in half is known as 
the median. Half of the scores are above the median, half are below. 
The median is the scorte that has a percentile rank of 50. 

■ f ■ 

Use / • • ' - y 

The median is used jBS a measure of the perfomance of the "typical" 
student in a group. • .< 

« Precaution(8) 

1. See Precaution 1 for »Vean." . V 

2. Use of the median provides no information about the spread of 
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NORMAL CURVE 



Definition 

« 

A nonoal curve is a distribution of scores or values vhich^ in graphic 
fom, is bell*-sha{»d as shmm' in Figure B2^ In a normal curver^ 
distribution y the mean and the isedian ar6 at the same point. The 
majority of the scores are clu^^tered arcHind the ^an/median. 
Sixt)r--eight percent of the scores are within one i^andard deviation of 
the mean/TOdian, and 95 percent are within two standard deviations. 
Scores which are piore than three standard deviations from the 
mean/median arc rather rare, occurring less than 1 percent of the time* 



Figure B2 
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Use 



Because of its we Undocumented statistical propertied, the normal curve 
distribution* is often used in reporting test scores as an aid in 
interpreting scores of groups or individuals. 



Precautions . . % ^ 

t 

Ibe normal curve distribution is a statistical or mathematical ideal* 
It is not a graphic description of %A\a,t ^particular distribution 
should be; distributions which do not conform^o* the normal curve are 
not\ '^abnormal.'' Many variables can affect the distribution o^ a 
particular set of scores: test content, difficulty of the test items, 
suitability of the |:est for the group to which it is administered. 
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NOSMAL CUR^E SQUIVALENt SCORES (IKSE^ 

* 

Def inition ' . ' 



MCEs divide the normal disfributioii' Into. 99. segments , units, or scores 
(Figure B2). Scores range from 1-99, with a mean /median of 50. •NCEs 
can be related to percentile ranks as shown in the comparative s<;ales 
in Figure B2. 



1, MCEs can be subjected to arithmetic operations. Thereft>«B, mean 
NCEs can be computed, and differences in NCEs can be compared at 
all points iii the score distribution.^ . ' , 

. 2T NCEs can be used in analyses of Cgtoup data (fpr reasons above). 

In addition. NCEs^ are scaled to reveal small* changes, something 
whicit stanine scores will not do consistently because of the large 
* . , score range at each stanine point. • 

Precaution(s) ' ^ . * - ^ 

1. Use k)f NCEs 'for evaluating individualized performance is -to be 
* done with caution. A change of five NCE units on a teat score is 

withiq the error range for individuals on most- standardized 
tests; However,^ since NCEs give a false > sense of precision— and^ 
'hence of security^the care leas test' user could consider such a 

change meaAingful. f . 

■» ■ 

2. NCEs are <diff icult to interpret when presented alone. After an 
analysis has been performed on the basis of NCEs ,. results are 
often converted to some more readily understandably scale like 
•percentile ranks. , ' . 

WORM-REFERENCED TEST (NRT) 

k - , ■ • .... 

Deiinttion * 

The NRT is 'designed to rank students according to the number of test 
items ^sw^red correctly* (i.e.' , according t» raw score). Ranking is 
usually alio -done in' ttelation to the perf oxiii»nce of a tioiraing sample. 
' -The Califo rnia Achie^tement Tests is an exampli oF4n NRT. ' 



: Hn. a strict statistical sense, it is probably incorrect to subject 
any teat scores to arithmef# operations. However, ITCEs; standard scores 
with an underlying normal listHlwtion, rW acOT^^^ come 
closer th^n any other ^9c'6re scales to having equal -interval properties 
* which permit aritlmietic operations. - 



Norm -re fere need tests provide information aljout which students know the^ 
most about* the content included on the. test. 

Precaution(s) % ^ ' 

!• ' A good NRT is designed to enable between 40 and 70 percent of the. 
examinees to ans%#er any given it€m correctly. Many items are 
therefore too difficult for a mtajority of examinees to get right. 
• This means that most NRTs are not very good tests of %Aiat an 
individual student kmws (as cj^posed to criterion-re fere heed 
^ tests). Rather 9 they are measures of who knows the most about the 

test content* ' ' 

2 k NRTs often include only one or two questions t^ich measure 
achievement of a given skill or objective. Information ab<Mt 
student performance on a particular objecti^ is, therefore, 
usually not very reliable. < 

NORMS 

Definition 

Statistics that describe, the test performance of specified groups, such 
as students in a given grade, age range, type of corasunity, etc. 

V 

Ifce • 

Horms provide** a way of relating raw scores to a more meaningful score 
scale g : such as percentile ranks « stanit^s^ grade equival^ts, or a 
standard score » so that it catl be determined how a student performed 
relative to a "representative" sample of students similar in some way* 



Precaution(s) 

~ — . w , 

1.* Norming samples cannot be perfectly representative oJi>a lafge 

grmip of students. *For mosf major standardized tests » ^blishers 

use sophisticated sampling procedures to determine ttief norming 

sample. However, there will always be a small error factor. This 

mans that caution must be used when comparing tile scores from two 

different tests or even from two^ lei^ls of the same test because 

the levels may not have used the sap^e group of studentSi^ Ihe 

following is an ex^ple of «^at might happen because of this. ^If 

the students in the norming sample for Test A are briglhter than 

those in the sample for Test the norms for the two Xests .will 

not be equivalent. student who then takes^- both tests will be 

likely, to attain a Jlo^r perceiitile rank oh Test A because he/she 

is being compared with a^ri^ter gr<Hip of students on a test 

which has *bore difficult*^ norms. ■ ' ' 

'A 




I 

1 ■ » 



2. Tteat publishers often provide nonns for different times of the 
year such as fall, winter, and spring. However, they may not have 
ufed a noraing sample at all of these times, which means that some 

• of the norms are estimates. A test manual should be consulted to 
determine when a given test was nonncd. Estimated norms for any 
other time of year should be 'viewed with cautioi). 

3. Test norms are not necessarily 'derived every year, and therefore 
seme norms may be several years old. However, it is common 
practice to compare current student performance on a given - test 
with the performance of the national norming sample. Caution must 
therefore be exercised in interpreting the meaning of an 
individual's status. For example, a student who took a test in 
1978 and who achieved a percentile rank of 60 probably did not 
score higher than 60 percent of the students taking th e test in 
1978 . Rather, the individual scored higher than 60 percent of the* 
students in the norming sample' who took the test in the past, for^ 
example in 1970. 

t 

4. The above considerations may weaken the^ usefulness of older 
norms. If changes have occurred in curri<hila, current students 
may be better prepared in some skills or subjectflf than were 
students in the nbrm'ing sample, less well prepared, or simply 
differently prepared. Thus, comparisons of percentile ranks 
across years may be clwided by changing curricula. 

5. Norms are derived so thst half of the representative group is 
expected to be below average^ This means that halP of the group 
will be below grade level, below a percentile rank of 50 and below 
the roeAn. Therefore, it is extremely difficult to have all of the 
students in* any large group perform above the average. 

PERCEfrriLE RANK (PR) 

Definition ^ ' «. 

The percentile rank (PR) expresses the percentage of students in the 

* norming sample who scored at. or below a given score. For example, if a 
raw .score, of 30 has a percentile, rank of 78, then. 78 pertent of the 
students in the- noraing sample scored at or below 3to kems correct. 

Us e . . * 

PRs provide easily interpretahle information about how a given 

student's performance oh a test compares with the performance of 

students .in the norming sample. - , 

\ Precaution (s) ^ 

1, PRs should not be added nor subtracted because they are not an 
equal distance aparr at all points. For exteple, Figure 3.2 
clearly shows that an increase of 10 points between percentile 

• • ranks 45' and 55 is not the. siraie distance as an increase of 10 

points between perde'ntile ranks 85 anS 95. A" person would have to 
show a larger aamint oie improvement, to" achieve, the second increase. 

• * . 128 , 178 ■ 



2. On a test of fewer than 100 questions, it is riot possible for 
every whole mraber of the percentile rank sclrte^o have an 
associated raw 'score. Therefore, in such circumstances, a 
one-point increase in raw score can cause an increase of several 
percentile rank units. What „ might appear tq be substantial 
increase on the percentile rani scale is really only an increase 
of one additional question correct. .This caveat ffpplies to 
virtually all tests In standardizetl batteries. ' 

3. Ftercenti-le ranks shmild not be confused with percent of correct 
answers (raw s<ipres). They have completely different meanings. 

RAW SCORE 

Dtefinition 

■ 

The number of questions or test items answered correctly 
Use 

Raw scores can be used to report the number of questions answered 
• correctly, • 

Precaution(s) " 

1. A raw score has no s^aning other than the number of itdms answered 
correctly. It provides no interpretative information. 

2. Raw scores can be quite misleading when reported by th'emselves 
because the meaning of raw scores differs from tedt to test. For 
example, if one 50-item test is easy and one 50-item test is 
difficult, a raw score of 30 on the diffic^lt test rai^ht represent 
better performance than a raw score of 45 on the easier test. 

3. Subjecting raw scores to aritlwaetic operations (e.g. addition, 
etc.) is a questionable procedure. Generally^ raw scores do no^ 
have the equal interval property retiuired for these operations. 
This 18 because the Bam raW score can be obtained by different 
students who get different combinations of items correct. These 
items will most likely vary in their level of difficulty. Thus, 
identical raw scores will possibly represent differential levels 
of achievement. " . ' 



RELIABILITY ^ " ^ * 

• Definition 



Reliability refers to the extent .tq' which ^-test is consistelht in what 
it measured. There are three major types of reliability, all expressed 
as a coefficient ranfeing from 0 (complete lack of consistency) to 1 
(perfe<Jt consistency). , 



1. tnternal cOTsi'stency is the degree to ijhich all the questions on a 
teat measure the saoe thii^. For example, a mathenatics test that 
. measute 8 only addition of fractions will probably have a higher 
internal' conaisteiicy coefficient than one that measures several 
different sratheiAatical operations. This would ^ be especially 
important for achievemejit tests that measure specific skills. 

?. Stability is the' degree to which a person will achieve the same 
score on a test' that is taken twice within a time period of 
anything f ram »a few days to a year or two. This is important in 
an instrument \fhich measures a trait like natural ability, which 
is not expected to change over time. 

% 

3. Equivalence is the«degree to irtiich a person will achieve- the same 
score' on two forms of the -same test. This is important for any 
test in wh|ph two forms are to be used interchangeably. 

Use - 

Reliability is a measure of, the quality ot a fest. . .* . 

Precaution(s) 

The type of reliability appropriate for a given testing situation 
should be used. 

LE SCORE (SS) . - 

Definition * . 

Scale Scores range 'from 0 to 999 and provide a link between all levels 
of the Calif ornira Achievement Tests'. . . ^ 

f • ' 

Uses * ' I 

1. 'Scale scores can be subjected to arithmetic operations like Normal 
Curve Equivalent scores. therefore, means can be computed ai^d 
differences in SSs can be coraparad jnefiningfully. 

2. Scale scores provide a' way of comparing scores on different levels 
of the California Achievement Ttests and, therefore, provide a way 
of measuring growth. . . * 7 

3. The capability of comparing results from different test levels 
^' also means tljat scale scores help to make out-of-level testing 
^ possible. This testing procedure allows for a studei^f to take a 
~ test for a grade other * than * his own and still have results 

/percentile ranks and^tanines) based on norms for his/hcr»gradc. 
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Preciiution 



Scale ecorea ahould not be uaed to conipare scores in different 
subject an^as. They were not developed so that equivalent scores 
in two subject areas would indicate equiva-lent levels of 
achievement. Any comparison of scale scores should be done within 
aubjectareas^ 

/ **■ 

ThereJ are not "typical" scale scores for each grade or test 
leve^* In fact, the ra^jges of SSs in the various levels overlap 
iderably, f ^ 

STAMDArT^ DEVIA^tlON (SD) ^ # / ^ ■ ^ 

^ " Pe"it\i tiBn * * * 

^ - Standard *De^iation (^D) is a measure of ^the dispersion in a set of 
^ scorei^. ^ Th% alfxser the scores cluster around the mean, the smaller the 
/ •^v^i; be,. , , 

'ir ^ Use ^ 

Aj jp measure^ of, the spreaa in a set of scores, the SD can be used to 
ftssxst in dfetermioing the degree of importance of score differences. 
For examjfle, a difference of 2 points w<4uld probably not have much 
^ meaning* if the SD were 20 but could be quite important if the SD were 

0. 4 . . . 

Precaution(s ) 
None 

STANDARD ERROR OF MEASUREMENT (SEM) 

Definition ^ ' 

TKe SEM is an estimate of the magnitude of error in a test score. 
Possible causes of error in scores include lucky or unlucky guesses, a 
student's not feeling well or failing to follow directions, the fact^ 
that 'test questions may be only a sampte of those that could be ask^d, 
s loppiness , laziness, etc- 

Uses * * 

1. The SEM provides 6 way of determining the possible fluctuation in. 
V test scores which would be obtained if an individual were to take 

the same test a number of times. It indicate^ how far a 
parficulaf obtained Iwcore might deviate from the individual's 
"true"-score (the score the individual would obtain if there we^e 
no error in the test). It is usually assumed that the scores^A 
obtained from repeated testing would conform to the normal curve' 
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distribution. Therefore, in practice, it is assunaed that there is 
a probability of 68:100 that the "true" score -is within one SEM of 
the obtained score and that there is a probability of 95:100 that 
the obtained score is within two SEKs of the obtained score. 

2« -nie SEM can be used in significance "testing to provide a way of 
detexaining whether differences in test scores or group! mean 
scores ate statistically significant (that* they vary wore than can 
be reasonably attrilmted to testing error). 

PrecautionCs) 

NcMie A 
STARINE . ' 

Definition 

A stanine is one of the scores of a nine-point division of the nonial 
distribution. Stanine scores range from I to 9 with a mean and median 
Of 5. As shown in . Figure B2, each stanine has a range of 
corresponding percentile ranks or raw scores. 

Uses ' • 

*» 

1. Stanines can be subjected to arithmetic operations (addition, 
etc.). Therefore, the mean of distributions can be compared, and 
differences in stanine scores can be compared at all points in the 
^ distribution except, in seme cases, at the extreme stanine scores 
of 1 and 9 . . . - 

Stanines do not give a fnf se* sense of accuracy of_ a given score 
because each stanine covers a range of raw scores. rt\e stanine 
scale 'is therefore useful for reporting individuals "Scores. 
Differences- in stanines are more likely to represent change beyond 
that which can /be attribute'd to error £han are other kinds, of 



2. 



scores. 



Precaution(s) ( - . 

As can be seen in Figure B2, interpretation of differences in stanine 
scores i« clouded by the range within a given^ stanine . For example, if 
an individual's score increases ^om the top of the StWne-3 range to 
the bottom of the Stanine-5 range, it representor less improvement than 
an increase from the bottom of the Stanine-3 range to the top of the 
Stanine-4 range. However,' on cursory examination, it wouM seen as if 
the first increase were the greater. ' 



STATISTICAL SlGSlflCANCt TEST I " - 
Definition 

A significance test is a statistical procedure used tq, determine 

whether two (or more) groups differ on\a trait more than could normally 
be expejcted if testing error or sampling error ' were assvxs^d to be the 

cause of the difference. - " 

Use . . V 



Under highly controlled conditions (as in eKperis^nts^ etc. ) > tests of 
statistical signdficance are used to test hypotheses. When variables 
cannot be ccmtrolled (as in the ccwntywide testing program), the 
results from such a test are open to question. 

J ■ ' 

Precaution(s) r4 ' * 

1. Results of significance tests are reported as probability 
stateme'^nts* If the reported f^robabi4i|y is less than .01, the 
chance is less than. 1:100 that the difference tmtween grcmps can 
be attributed to testing errot^. If the probability is »001, the ^ 
chance is less than 1:1000 that the difference ;can be attributed 
to testing irror. Koiraver, there ii always some chance (1:1000, 
etc.) that Che difference was caused by error. 

2. ' Wien a lar^ nimbet^ oiE testa significahce ark performed/ some* 

differences will turn out to be statistically significant by> 
chance; alone. Ifiat is, since there is always soaie chance that a 
difference can be caused by error (1:20, 1:100, 1:1000, etc.), a 
certain mnnber of significant differences can be expected to occur 
because of error. There" is no way to defcetaine whether a 
particular ' starti^tically significant difference «as or was not 
caused by errpr. Again, onl^a probability can be deterained, 

3. When teats of significance are used to evaluate the dif f ei^ence of ' 
ffi^ansy the larger the g^^o^p the smaller the difference in means 
needs^ to be for statistical significance. The smaller the group, 
the larger the difference must be. Fgt: example, a difference of 

• only 1-^2 moTtths on the grade equivalent scale, or a> fraction of a 
raw-score point, will *e statistically significant for groups of 
several th<»isand students. In contrast, a difference^ of as much 
as six >onths may be Mquired for /signif icanc^ with a group of om 
hundred students. Because m^ny' of %he comparisonis in . this report 
involve very large groups, no dignificint^ tests of differences and 
means irere performed* , IKiile small differences wmild have been 
atati^tlcatly s^ignifi«antr they wo^ Id -not have been educationally 
t^aningfuK * , / . ' 



VALIDITY ' ' 

Definition ^ ' 

Validity, is the extent to which a test does the joV for vhich it is 
used, there are three major types of validity that a test may possess. 

1. Content validity is; moat important for achievement tests. This 
requires that a test contain questions that adequately reflect the 
ccmtent the test is supposed to Masure. 

2. Criterion-^related validity is most important for placement tests » 
» college admissions tests ^ ar tests on vhich employimnt decisions 
^are based. Performance on 'the test must i>e\hi^ly correlated with 

performance in the program, success in col lege » or success on the 
^ job for which the test is a screening instnment. 

^ 3. Constipuct validity is most important in psychological instrusM^nts.^ 
Testy of ability are examples of such instruments.-/ .Construct 
val'idity ' requires that the test adequately discriminate \bet%#een 
peopte i^o do or do not' haw a particular trait. 

Dse . 

Validity is a measure pr concept that helps one evaluate the quality of 
a test. , * * 

PrecautionCs.) * 

The type of validity appropriate for a given testing situation Should 
be used. 
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